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INTRODUCTION. 


'P 


abroad; Preſident Edwaras'and Mr. 
 Toplady, at the head of the Calviniſts in Ame- 
rica and Great Britain; and Dr, Hartley, ſe- 
conded by Dr. Prieſtly and Mr. Hume, at the 
head of many 1 tous philoſophers; have of 
late years joined their literary forces to bind 
man with what Ms Dplach calls © 1NELUC> 
„ T ABT EIS SKD RA or“ the exten/ioe 
© ſeries of atlantis,” which form the 
chain of *=aB$&6LUTE NECESSITY -In 
inviſible chain this, by which, if their ſcheme 
is true, God and Nature irrefiſtibly bind upon 
us all our thoughts and actions; ſo that no 
good man can abſolutely think or do worſe— 
no wicked man can at any time think or do 
better than he does, each exactly filling up 
the meaſure of unavoidable virtue or vice, 
which God, as the firſt cauſe or the predeſti- 
nating and neceſſitating author of all things, 
has allotted to him from all eternity. | 
Mr. Toplady triumphs 1n ſeeing the rapid 


. M* Voltaire, at the head of the Deiſts 


£ 


progreſs, which this doctrine makes by the 


help of the above-mentioned authors, Who 
ſhine with diſtinguiſhing luſtre in the learned 
world. © Mr, Wefley, ſays he, laments, 
that Neceſſity is“ The ſcheme, which is 
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et now adopted by not a few of the moſt ſen- 


fible men in the nation.“ I agree with * 


© him, as to the fact. But I cannot deplore 
it as a calamity, The progreſs, which that 
© doQtrine has of late years made, and is ſtill 
making in the kingdom, I conſider as a moſt 
© happy and 8 ſymptom.“ &c. 
1 1B myſelf, that I have already ſhewn, 
upon theological principles, the miſchievous ab- 
ſurdity of that ſpreading doctrine, in my Au- 
fwer to Mr. Toplady's p indication 2 Decrers. 
Bur, as he has lately publiſhed a book intitled 
« The ſcheme of ier and phileſaphical neceſſity, 
„ afferted in oppoſition to Mr, F.WESLEY's trad? 
© on that ſubjeft;”” and as he has advanced in 
that book ſome more arguments taken from 
- philoſophy: and ſcripture, I cannot do my 
Tubje&t juſtice without taking notice of them 
alſo,—To defend truth effectually, error muſt 
be entirely demoliſhed, So without any far- 


ther apology, I preſent the lovers of truth 
with the following ſupplement to my refuta- 


2 Hon of che grand error, which ſupports the 
Calvinian and Voltairian goſpels. | 
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SECTION I. 


A view of the doctriue of Abſolute Neceſſity, as it is 
maintained by Myr. Toplady and his adherents. 
—T his doclirine (as well as Manicheiſm) makes 


Cod the author of every, ſin. 


ONTROVERTISTS frequently accuſe their 
C, opponents of holding deteſtable or abſurd doc- 
ti ines, which they never advanced, and which have 
no neceſſary conneſ iq with theit principles. That 
I may not be guilty-of fo ungenerous a proceeding, 
I ſhall, firſt, preſent the reader with an account of 
Neceſſity and her pedigree, in Mr. Toplady's owt 


words, Re! 
Scheme of chriflian and philoſophical Neceſſity, page 


13, 14, If we diſtinguiſh accurately, this ſeems to 
© have been the order in which the moſt judicious» 
© of the ancients conſidered the whole matter. 
& Firſt, God :;—then, his Vill: then Fate; or the 
& ſolema ratification of his Will, by paſſing and 
4% eſtabliſhing it into an unchangeable decree ;> 
„ then Creation: — then Nec; i. e. ſuch an in- 
% diſſoluble concatenation of ſecondary cauſes and 
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© effects, as has a native tendency to ſecure the cer- 


&« tainty of all events, as one wave i IMPELLED by 
% another* ;—then Providence; 1. e. the omnipre- 
4“ ſent, omnivigilant, all-directing“ [ he might have 
added ALL-1MPELLING] * ſuperintendency of di- 
vine wiſdom and power, carrying the whole pre- 
© concerted ſcheme into actual execution, by the 
© ſubſervient. mediation of ſecond cauſes, which 
6 were created for that end.“ 

This is a full view of the doctrine, which the 
Calviniſts, and the better ſort of Fataliſts defend. 


I would only aſk a few queſtions upon it.—(1) If all 


our actions, and conſequently all our us compoſe 
the ſerenth link of the chain of Calviniſm ;—lIt the 


firſt link is God; the ſecond, his Vill; the third, 
his Decree ; the fourth, Creation; the fifth, Neceſſity; 


the ſixth, Providence; and the ſeventh, Sin; is it 
not as eaſy. to trace the pedigree of Sin, thro' Promi- 
dence, Neceſſity, Creation, God's Decree, and God's 
Will, up to God himſelf ; as it is to trace back the 
genealogy of the Prince of Wales, from George III. 
by George II. up to George I.? And upon this 
plan, is it not clear, that di is as much the real of+ 

ing of God, as the Prince of Wales is the real off- 


/ 
fpring of George the firſt ?—(2) If this is the caſe, 


des not Calviniſm, [or if you pleaſe Fataliſm or 
Neceſſitarianiſm)] abſolutely make God the AurRHOR 
oF $1Nn by means of his W1LL, his DECREE, his 
CaEATLON, his NECESSITAT1ON, his IMPELLING 
PrxoviDeNnce ? And, horrible to think! does it not 


unavoidably follow, that the monſter iu, is the off- 


ſpring of God's Providence—the offspring of God's 
Neceſiitation—the offspring of God's Creation—the 
offspring of God's Decree—the offspring of God's 
Will—the offspring of Gon RIMSELFT ?—(3)- If this 
Manichean doctrine is true, when Chriſt came to 


N God 
2 T. puts this clauſe in latin: Velut unda impellitur 


deſtroy fin, did he not come to deſtroy the work of 
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God, rather than the work of the devil? And when | 


preachers attack 81Nn, do they not attack Sod's pro- 
 wvidence—God's neceſſitation— God's crration God's 


decree—God's will—and God himſelf ?—(4) To do 
God and his oracles juſtice, ought we not to give 
the following ſcriptural genealogy of fin ? A 


ſinful at is the offspring of a finful choicez—a ſinful 


choice is the offspring of „ef perwerſion; - and ſelf- 
perverſion may or may not follow from FREE-WILL 
ut in a „ate of probation, or under a practicable law. 
hen you begin at Sia, you can never aſcend high» 
er than Freecall: And when you begin at God, you 
can never deſcend lower than Free- auill: thus, (1) 
God ;—(2) His will to make free-willing, accounta- 


ble creatures ;—( 3) His putting his will in execution 
by the actual Creation of ſuch creatures ;—(4) Legiſ- 
lation on God's part; — (5) Voluntary, unneceſſitat- 


ed obedience, on the part of thoſe who make a good 
uſe of their free-will;- And (6) Voluntary unne- 
ceſſitated d:i/obedience on the part of thoſe who make 
a bad uſe of it. Hence it is evident, that, by ſub- 
ſtituting neceſſity for free-avill, and abſolute decrees for 


righteous legiſlation, Mr. Toplady breaks the golden 


chain, which our gracious Creator made, 'and helps 
Manes, Auguitin, Calvin, Hobbes, Voltaire, Hume, 
Dr. Hartley, and Dr. Prieſtiy, to hammer out the 
iron-clay chain, by which they hang fin upon God 
himſelf.— (56) If all our fins, with all their circum. 


ſtances and aggravations, are only a part of“ e 


avhole PRECONCERTED ſcheme,” which © divine cui, 
dom and power” abſolutely and irrefiſtibly © carry 
© into actual execution, by the ſubſervient mediation of 
© /econd cauſes, which were created FOR THAT END; 
who can rationally blame ſinners for anſwering Taz 
END for which they were abſolutely created? Who 
can refuſe to exculpate and pity the reprobates, 
whom all-impelling omnipotence carries into fin, and 
into hell, as irreſiſtibly as a floating cork is carried 
towards the ſhore by toſſing billows which neceſſarily 
impel one another ? And who will not be aſtoniſhed 
| g a t 
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at the erroneous notions, which' the conſiſtent Cal- 
viniſts have of their God ?—A God this, who nece/- 
. ſtates, yea impells men to fin by his will—his decree 
E his neceſſitation—and his providence : then grave - 
ly weeps and bleeds. over them for ſinning: —and 


to diſbelieve and deſpiſe his blood, will fer up a 
judgment-ſeat to damn them for neceſſarily carrying 
his preconcerted ſcheme into actual execution, as ** ſecond 
cauſes which were created for that end | 
Ohl! but they do it voluntarily, as well as ne- 
ceſſarily, and therefore they are accountable, and 


brought about by God's all-impelling decree, their 
' WILLING and bad choice are brought about by the 
ſame preconcerted, irreſſtible means; one of the ends 
of God's neceſſitation, with reſpect to the reprobate, 
being to make them fin with abundantly GREATER 
freedom and choice, than if they were not neceſſi- 
tated and impelled by God's predeſtinating, efficaci- 
-ous, irreſiſtible decree, This Mr, Toplady indi- 
rectly aſſerts in the following argument. 

Page 15. They“ [man's actions — u, ſors] 
© may be, at one and the ſame time, free and ne- 
ceſſary too. When Mr. Weſley is very hungry 
4 and tired, he is neceſſarily, and yet freely, dit- 
© poſed to food or reſt.— His a is concerned in 
« fitting down to dinner, or in courting repoſe, 
„ when xeceſ/ity impells to either. —Neceſſarily biaſ- 
„ ſed as he is to thoſe mediums of recruit; he has 
6 recourſe to them as freely, (i. e. as voluntarily, 
% and with as much appetite, choice, deſire, and re- 
„, lib, ) as if neceſſity was quite out of the caſe; nay, 
« and with abundantly GEA TER freedom and 
% choice, than if he was not ſo neceſſitated and 
«© impelled.“ 

Is not this as much as to ſay? * As neceſſtation, 
© the daughter of God's decree, impe!ls Mr, Weſley 
to eat, by giving him an appetite to food: So it 
1 | formerly 


after having necelſitated and impelled the non- elect 


judicable.“— This calvinian ſalvo makes a bad mat- 
ter worſe, For, if all their fins are neceſſarily 


„ „, 


A 


. 
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formerly impelled Adam, and now it impells all 
© the rebrobates to , by giving them an appetite 
© to wickedneſs: And, neceſſarily biaſſed as they are 
to adultery, robbery, and other crimes, , the 
commit them as freely, i. e. with as muc 
„% appetite and choice, as it neceſſity were quite out 
„% of the caſe: Nay, and with aABUNDANTLY 
4% GREATER freedom and choice, than if they were 
«© not ſo neceſſitated and impelled ” ? Is not this 
reviving one of the moſt impious tenets of the Ma- 
nichees ?—ls it not confounding the Lamb of God 
with the old dragon, and coupling the celeſtial dove 
with the infernal ſerpent ? | 
If you aſk, +* Where is the flaw of Mr. Top- 
lady's. argumentative illuſtration? ”? I anſwer, It 
has two capital defects: (1) That God's will, his 
decree, and his providence, impel Mr Weſley. to eat 
when he is hungry, is very true; becauſe eating, in 
ſuch a caſe, is, in general, Mr. Weſley's duty, and 
reminding him of his want of nouriſhment, by the 


ſenſation which we call hunger, is. a peculiar 
favour, . worthy of the Parent of good to beſtow. 


But the queſtion is, whether God's will, decree, 
and providence /mpelled Adam to chuſe the forbidden 
fruit rather than' any other, and excited David-to 


| go to Uriah's wife, rather than to his own wives? 


ow illogical, how deteſtable is this concluſion! God 
neceſſitates and impels us to do our duty; and there» 
fore, he neceſſitates and impels us to do wickedneſs l=— 
But (2) The greateſt abſurdity belonging to Mr, 
Toplady's iluſtration is, his pretending to over- 
throw the doctrine of Ace- auill, by urging the hun- 
ger, which God gives to Mr. Weſley, in order to 
neceſſitate and impel him to eat, according to the des» 
cree of calvinian ec eſttation, which is abſolutely irre- 
iſtible. Mr. T. ſays { page 13] **We call that xRCESSa. 
RY, which CANNOT BE OTHERWISE than it is.“ Now 
Mr. Weſley's eating when he is hungry, is by no 
means calwiniſtically neceſſary : for he has an hun- 
dred times reverſed the decree of his hunger by faſt- 
ing; and if he were put to the ſad alternative of the 
woman, 


everlaſting burnings. 
logical ſubſtitution, which deceives that gentleman, 


( 20.) 


ing, that God's neceſſitation 7rre/iibly. impels us to 


commit fix, indirectly demonſtrates, that 's ne- 
ceſſitatien does not ſo much as abſolutely impel us to 
do thoſe things, which the very laws of our con- 


ſtitution and nature itſelf bind upon us, by the 


- ſtrong neceſſity of felf-preſervation. For ſome peo- 


ple have ſo far 'refiſted the urgent calls of nature 


and appetite, as not only to make themſelves eu- 


nuchs for the kingdom of heaven's fake, but even 


literally to ſtarve themſelves to death. 


J once ſaw a man, who played the moſt amazing 
tricks with a pack of cards. His ſkill conſiſted info 
artfully ſhuffling them, and imperceptibly fubſtitu- 


— one for another, that when you thought you 


fairly ſecured the king of hearts, you found 


yourſelf poſſeſſed only of the knave of clubs. The 
deſenders of the doctrine of neceſſity are not leſs ſkil- 
ful. I have ſhewn in another tract, with what ſub- 
tilty Mr. 'T— uſes ** permiſſion” for efficacy, —** no 
 falvation du“, for eternal torments enſured j—** not 


enriching”, for abſolute reprobation ;—and © paſſing 
by”, for abſolutely appointing 10 remetileſs fin, and 
et-us now conſider the grand, 


and by which he-miſleads the admirers of his ſcheme. 
Page 14. 1 acquieſce in the old diſtinction of 


40 neceſſity [a diſtinction adopted by Luther and o- 
„ thers] into a neceſſity or COMPULSION, and a ge- 


«© ceffity OF INFALLIBLE CERTAINTY.—We ſay of 


the earth, for inſtance, that it circuits the ſun by 
% compuLlsorY neceſſity. The neceſſity of 1NFALLI- 
„% LE certainty is of a very different kind, and 


„only renders the event 1NEVITABLY future, 
« without any compulſory force on the will of the 
„ agent.” —If Mr. T. had ſaid, * The neceſlity of 
+ prophecy, or of truly certain futurity, confiders 


, Se, 1. 
woman; who was to ſtarve, or to kill and eat her own 
child, he both could and would go full againft the 
neceſſitation of his hunger, and never eat more. 
Mr. Toplady's illuſtration therefore, far from prov- 
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© an event as certainly future; but puts no ealvinian, 
irreſiſtible bias on the will of the agent; I Would 
have ſubſcribed to his diſtinction. But inſtead of 
the word TRULY certain, or CERTAINLY future, 
which would have perfectly explained what ma 
improperly be called neceſſity of prophecy, and hat 
ſhould. be called certain futurity; inſtead of thoſe 
words, I ſay, he artfully ſubſtitutes, firſt ** 1npaL- | 
LIBLY certain, and then, 1NEVITABLY future.” 
The phraſe INFALLIBLY' certain may be admitted 
to paſs, if you underſtand. by it that which. noms. 
NOT FAZL to happen: but if you take it in a rigid 
ſenſe, and mean by it, that which AN NOT ABSO- 


great, as the difference between Mr. Weſley's ſcrip- 
tural doctrine of frae- auill, and Mr. T — 8 Manicheun 


doctrine of abſolute nece/ig-: - a 


It is the property of error to be inconſiſtent. Ac- 
cordingly we find that Mr. T—, after having told 
us (p. 14) that the neceſſity of infallible certainty, 
which renders the event inevitaliy future, lays o 
compulſory force on the will of the agent, tells us in the 
very ſame page, that his calvinian neceſſity is *-ſuch- 
© an INDISSOLUBLE CONCATENATION of ſecon - 
% dary cauſes—[cREATED FOR THAT EN DI and 
& of effects, as has a native tendency to ſecure the 
„ certainty of all events“ [i. e, of all volitions, 
murders, adulteries, and inceſts] . ficut undd 11 - 
„ PELLITUR unda;” —as one Wave; LIMPELS: a 
ther—or,- as the firſt link of a ſtrait chain, which: 
you pull, draws. the-ſecond—the ſecond, the third 
Hand ſo on. Now, if all our velitions are rusg- 
ED-FORWARD by God through the means of his ab- 
falute wwill—his irreſiſtible decree—his efficacious 


creation 
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| eretition—and his all- conquering necęſſtation, which 
is nothing but an adamantine chain of ſecond cauſes 
created by Providence, in order to produce abſolutely 
all the effects which are produced, and to make 
them impel each other, as one wvave IMPELS 
% another ; we defire to know, how our volitions 


can be thus irreſſtibly IMPELLED upon us © with- 


out any COMPULSORY force on our will.” I do not 
ſee how Mr, T— can get over this contradiction, 
otherwiſe than by ſaying, that, although God's ne- 
ceſſitation is ĩrreſiſtibly impulſory, yet it is not at all 
compulſory; although it ab/olutely impels us to will; 
et it does not in the leaſt compel us to be willing. 
t would ſo frivolous, ſo abſurd a diſtinction as 
this, wipe off the foul blot, which the ſcheme of 
neceſſity fixes on the Father of lights, when it re- 
preſents him as the firſt cauſe, and the grand con - 
triver of all our ſinful volitions? | | 
Mr. T— p. 133, 134] among other particulars 
of Manicheiſm, gives us the following account of 
that ſtrange religion. There are two independent 
„ Gods, or infinite Principles: viz. —light, and 
& darkneſs. The firſt is the author of all good: and 
4 the ſecond, of all evil.—The evil God made fin, 
The good God and the bad God wage impla- 
& cable war againſt each other; and perpetually 
„ clog and 5 one another's ſchemes and 
% operations. Hence men are impelled, &c. to 
« good, or to evil, according as they come under 
„the power of the good deity, or the bad one. 
Or, to ſpeak calviniftically, They are neceſſarily 


made willing to believe and obey, if they are the 


elected objects of everlaſting love, which is the good 
Principle; and they are irreſiſtibly made willing to 
disbelieve and diſobey, if they are the reprobated 


objects of — wrath, which is the evi] Prin- 
| 


cdiple. For free-will-has no more place in Maniche- 
iſm than it has in Calviniſm, Hence it appears, 
that, ſetting aſide the other peculiarities of each 
ſcheme, the grand difference between Calvin and 
5 | Manes, 
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Manes, conſiſts in Calvin's making everlaſting elect- 
ing, neceflitating Love, and everlaſting, reprobating, 
neceſſitating Wrath flow from the ſame divine Prin- 
ciple; whereas Manes more reafonably ſuppoſed, that 
they flow from two contrary principles. Whoever 
theretore denies Free-will, and contends for Neceſ- 
fity, embraces before he is aware, the capital error 
of the Manichees : and it is well, if he does not 
hold it in a leſs reaſonable manner than Manes him- 
ſelf did.“ I believe” [adds Mr. Toplady] “ it ia 
s abſolutely impoſſible to trace quite up to its ſource, 
„the antiquity of that hypotheſis, which abſurdly 
« affirms the exiſtence of two eternal, contrary, 
„ independent principles. What led ſo many wiſe. 
“ people, and for ſo great a ſeries of ages, into ſuch 
« a wretched miſtake ; were chiefly, I tuppoſe, theſe 
„ two conſiderations: (1) That evil, both moral 
% and phyſical are poſtiue things, and fo muſt have 
% a poſitive cauſe,— (2) That a Being, perfectly 
& good, could not from the very nature of his exiſt» 
4 be the cauſe of ſuch bad things.” 1 
Here Mr. Toplady reafons like a judicious divine. 
The misfortune for his ſcheme is, that his “two 


conſiderations,“ like two millſtones, grind calviniſm 


to duſt; or, like two cogent arguments force us to 
embrace the doctrine of free-will, or the error of 
Manes. Mr. T. ſeems aware of this; and therefore 
to ſhew that God can, upon the Calvinian plan, abſo- ' 
lutely predeſtinate, effectually bring about ſin, 
by making men willing to fin in the day of his irre- 
fiſtible power; and that nevertheleſs he is not the 
author and firſt cauſe of ſin: To ſhew this, I ſay, 
Mr. T. afferts, ** That evil, whether phyfical or mo- 
„ ral, does not, upon narrow inſpection, appear ta 
„% have /o much of poſitivity in it, as it 1s probable 
% thoſe ancients ſuppoſed,” Nay, he inſinuates, 
that, as Sickneſs is a privation of health;” fo 
<< the finfulneſs of any human action is faid to be 
<< a privation;”” being called ayopun, illegality ;— 
and he adds, that, wonderful as the thing may ap- 


* 
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pear, Dr. Watts, in his Logic, © ventures to treat c 
& of fin under the title / I zoz-being.” When Mr. 
Toplady has thus cleared the way, and modeſtly in- 
timated that fin, being a kind of 2 can 


7 

I 

| t. 
have no "> 6008 cauſe, he propoſes the grand queſ- 1 
tion,“ ether the great Fir? Cauſe, who is infi- {; 
* 

w 

O 

th 


<& nitely and merely Good, can be, either efficiently 
c“ or deficiently, the author of them,” i. e. [according 
to the context] the author of iniquity, injuſtice, impi- 
ety, and wice; as well as the author of the natural 


evil, by which God puniſhes fin ? 10 
Page 139, Mr. T. anſwers this queſtion thus: 
„% In my opinion, the fingle word permiſſion ſolves 10 


* the whole difficulty, as far as it can be ſolved,” 
&c. and page 141, he ſays, ** We know ſcarce an 

«© of the views, which induced uncreated goodneſs 

% to ORDAIN (for, &c. I ſee no great difference be- 
« rween permitting and ORDAINING) the 7ntrogre/- 
6 fox, or more properly the 1NTROM1$SS1ON, of 
« evil.” Here Mr. Toplady goes as far as he de- 
 _ cently can: Rather than grant, that we are endued 
with free-wwill, and that when God had made angels 
and men Free- cuilling creatures, in order to judge 
them according to their own works, he could not, 
without — rob them of free-will by 
neceſſitating them to be either good or wicked; 
rather, I ſay, than admit this ſcriptural doctrine, 
which. perf: clears the gracious Judge of all the 
earth; Mr. Toplady firſt indirectly and decently 
. extenuates fin, and brings it down to almaſt nothing; 
and then he tells us, that God orRDAINED it. 15 
not the openneſs of Manes preferable to this Calvi- 
nian winding? — When Mr. T. grants, that God 
| & ordained” 


& 4 If the Calviniſts, in their unguarded moments, repreſent 
fin as a kind of noz-Being or non-entity, that they may exculpate 
God for abſolutely ordaining it, do they not by this means excul- 

pate the ſinner alſo ? If the fi cauſe of fin is excuſable, becauſe 
nn is a privation, and bas © not ſo much of poſitivity in it” as the 
ancients ſuppoſed ; is not the ſecond cauſe of hn, much more excu- 
able on the ſame account? | 


* 
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ii ordained” fin, and when he charges the im- 
. of evil” upon God, does he not grant all that 

anes in this reſpect contended for? And have not 
the Manichean neceſſitarians the advantage over Mr. 
T—, when they aſſert, that a principle, which ab- 
ſolutely ordains, yea neceſſitates fin and all the 
works of darkneſs, is a dark and evil principle? Can 
we doubt of it if we believe theſe ſayings of Chriſt, 
Out of the [evil] heart proceed evil das ts, &c, By 
their works you ſhall know them, The tree is known by 
its fruit ? 4 

Again: If “ fin, or rather the ſinfulneſs of ag 
« action, may be properly called a Not- being or a 
won-entity, as Mr, Toplady inconſiſtently inſinuates, 
page 137; it abſurdly follows, that crookedneſs, or 
the want of ſtraitneſs in a line, is a mere privation 
alſo, or a not- being: whereas reaſon and feeling tell 
us, that the crookedneſs of a crooked line, is ſome- 
thing every way as poſitive as the ſtraĩtneſs of a ſtrait 
line. To deny it is as ridiculous as to aſſert, that a 
circle is a not · being, becauſe it is not made of ſtrait 
lines like a ſquare ; or that a murder is a ſpecies of 
non-entity, becauſe it is not the legal execution of a 
condemned male factor. Nor can Mr. T. mend his 
error by hiding it behind“ Dr. Watts's logic ;” for 
the world knows, that Dr. Watts was a calvinift, 


* 


when he wrote that book; and therefore, judicious 


as he was, the vail of error prevented him from ſee- 
ing then that part of the truth which I contend for. 
Once more: Whether fin has a poſitive cauſe or 


not [for Mr, T. infinuates both theſe doctrines, with 


the inconſiſtency peculiar to his ſyſtem] I beg leave 
to involve him in a dilemma, which will meet him 
at the front or back door of his inconſi ſtency. 
Either fin is a real thing, and has a poſitive cauſe : 
or it 75 not a real thing, and has no poſitive cauſe. 
If it is not a real thing, and has no pokitive cauſe z 
why does God poſitively ſend the wicked to hell for 


4 privation, which tkey have not poſitively cauſed ? 


And if ſin is a van or a poſitive moral crook- 
* inet 
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edneſs of the will of a ſinner, and as fuch has a poſi- b 
- tive cauſe; can that poſitive cauſe be any other than Fe 
the /elf-perver/ion of free- will, or the impelling decree 1 
of a ſin- ordaining God ? If the poſitive cauſe of fin | 5 
is the /elf perwerſion of free-will, is it not evident, pf 
that ſo ſure as there is fin in the world, the doctrine a 
of free-qwill is true? But if the poſitive cauſe of fin 2 
is the impelling decree of a $1N-ORDAINING, ſin- ne- 0 
ceſſitating God ; is it not inconteſtable, that the capi- b 
tal doctrine of the Manichees [the doctrine of ab/o- — 
lute neceſſity} is true; and that there is in the God- 0 
head an ci principle [it ſignifies little whether you | 
call it matter, darkneſs, everlaſiing free-wwrath," or 2 
devil] which poſitively ordains and irreſiſtibly cauſes Tc 
fin? In a word, is it not clear, that the ſecond goſ- 
l-axiom. is overthrown by the doctrine of neceſſity; * 
and that the damnation of finners is of God, and not as 
of themſelves ? | | as 
While Mr. T. tries to extricate himſelf from this os 
dilemma, I ſhall produce one or two more paſſages 2 
of his book, to prove that his ſcheme makes God 5 
the author of ſin, according to the moſt dangerous ry 
error of Manes. The heathens imagined that Mi- "7 
nerva, the Goddeſs of wiſdom, was 4 oft- * 
ſpring in the moſt peculiar manner. Diana was 720 
indeed Jupiter's daughter, but Latona, an earthly - | 
princeſs, was her mother, Whereas Jupiter was at pre 
once the Father and the Mother of Minerva. He Ge 
begat her himſelf in the womb of his own brain, 3 
and when ſhe was ripe for the birth, his forehead oe 
opened after a violent head-ach, which anſwered to e 
the pangs of child - bearing, and out came the lovely bhp 
female Deity, Mr. Toplady, alluding to this hea- uh 
then fiction, repreſents his Diana, Neceſſity, as pro- of 
cecding from God with her immenſe chain of events, 
which has among its adamantine links, all the fol- 
lies, hereſies, murders, robberies, adulteries, inceſts, 


and rebellions, of which men and devils have been, 

are, or ever ſhall be guilty, His own words [ page 
Fo] are, Neceſſity, in general; with all it's ex- 
a 6« tenſive 
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4 tenſive ſeries of adamantine links, in particubr 
« js, in reality, what the poets feigned of Minerva 
« the iſſue of Divine Wiſdom :”. {he ſhauld have 
ſaid, the iſſue of the ſupreme God, by his own wiſe 
brain] “ deriving its WHOLE EXISTENCE from the 


% Free-qwill of God; and its WHOLE EFFECTUOSITY 


«© from his never-ceafing Providence.” Is not this 


inſinuating, as plainly as decency will allow, that eve- 


ry fin [as a link of the adamantine chain of events] 

has been hammered in heaven, and that every crime, 

& derives its WHOLE EXISTENCE from the free-will of” 
God?” Take one more inftance of the ſame Mani- 
chean doctrine. | 7 


| f 64. Mr. Toplady having ſaid, that Ht 


[ J cafteth forth his ice, like monſel and cauſeth- 
a wind to blow, &c. adds, Neither is material 
% nature alone bound faſt in fate. All other things, 
„ the HUMAN WILL itſelf not excepted, are ro? Is 
„ tightly bound, i. e. EFFECTUALLY influenced and 
« determined.” —Hence it is evident, that, if this 
calviniſm is true, when finners ſend forth volleys of 
unclean and prophane words, Calvin's God has as 
« tightly bound” them to caſt forth Manichean ri- 


baldry, as the God of nature binds the clouds ta 


eaft forth his ice like monſels. 


I would not be underſtood to demonſtrate by the 
preceding quotations, that Mr. T. deſigns to make 
God the author of fin. No: On the contrary, 1 
do him the juſtice to ſay, that he does all he can, to 
clear his doctrines of grace from this dreadful impu- 
ration. I only produce his own words to ſhew, that, 
notwithſtanding all his endeavours, this horrid Mani- 
chean conſequenee unavoidably flows from his ſcheme 
of Nece ſity. | | 


B; SEC. 
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Mr. T. attempts to ſupport his Scheme of abſolute 

Neceſſity by PfILoSO PHY. His philoſophical 
error is Gverthrown by fourteen arguments. 
NM hat truth comes A pr his error, | 


E have taken a view of the Scheme of Ne- 
ceſſity, and ſeen how it repreſents - God, di- 
rectly or indirectly, as the Fig Cauſe of all fin and 
damnation. Confider we now, how Mr, T. detends 
this Scheme by rational- arguments as a philoſopher, 


Page 22. The ſoul is, ia a very extenſive degree, - 


paſſive as matter is: — Here Mr. Toplady, in ſome 
degree, gives up the point. He is about to prove 
that the ſoul is not e determined; and that, as our 
bodily organs are neceſſarily and irreſi/tibly affected by 
the objects, which ſtrike them; ſo our ſouls are 
neceſſarily and irreſſſtiblʒ determined by our bedily 
organs, and by the ideas, which thoſe organs nece/ſa» 
rily raiſe in our minds, when they are affected. Now, to 


prove this, he ſhould have proved that our fouls are 


altogether as paſſive as our bodies. But, far from 
proving it, he dares not aſſert it: for he allows, that 
the ſoul is paſſive as matter, only in a ve extenſive 
degree; and therefore, by his own concefſion, the 
argument on which he is going to reſt the notion of 
the abſolute paſſiveneſs of the ſoul with reſpect to 


ſelf-determination, will be at leaſt in /ome degree. 


groundleſs. But let us conſider this mighty argu- 
ment, and ſee if Mr. T—'s limitation frees him 
from the charge of countenancing materialiſm ** in 


a very extenſive degree.” 


Page 22. The ſenſes are neceſſarily impreſſed. 


« by every object from without; and as neceſſarily 
„ commove 
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„ commove the fibres of the brain: from which 
© nervous commotion, ideas are neceſſarily commu- 
6 nicated to, or excited in the foul; and by the 
„ judgment, which the ſoul neceſſarily frames of 
„ thoſe ideas, the will is zece/zrily inclined to a 
prove or diſapprove, to act or not to act. If fo, 
© where is the boaſted power of felf-determina- 
% tion?” | | 
This Mr. Toplady calls a Survey of the ſoul's 
© dependance on the body.” Page 27, he enforces 
the ſame doctrine in theſe words: „ The human 
„ body is zeceſſarily encompaſſed by a multitude of 
„ other bodies. Which other ſurrounding bodies, 
% [animal, vegetable, &c.] ſo far as we come with- 
& in their perceivable ſphere, neceſarily impreſs our 
„ nerves with ſenſations correſpondent to the ob- 
« jets themſelves. Theſe ſenſations are neceſſari- 
6 ly, &c. propagated to the ſoul, which can no 


% more help receiving them, and being affected by 


& them, than a tree can refiſt a ſtroke of lightning. 
„% Now, (1) If all the ideas in the foul de- 
& rive their exiſtence from ſenſation; and (2) If 
& the ſoul depend abſolutely on the body, for all 
„ thoſe ſenſations; and (3) H the body be both 
6 rimenih and continually dependent on other ex- 
„ trinfic beings, for the very ſenſations which it 


40 e body] communicates to the ſoul ;—the con- 


„ fequence ſeems to me undeniable, that neither 


© man's mental, nor his outward operations are 
« /e/f-determined ; but, on the contrary, deter- 
© mined by the views, with which an infinity of 
© ſurrounding objects neceſſarily, and almoſt inceſ- 
&« ſantly impreſs his intellect.“ 


Theſe arguments bring to my mind St. Paul's 
cantion, Beware, leſt any man % il you thro? philo- 
ſoply, and vain deceit, That Mr. T.'s ſcheme is 
founded on a vain philoſophy, will, I hope, appear 
evident to thoſe who weigh the following remarks. 
I. This ſcheme is contrary to genuine philo- 
ſophy, which has always repreſented the . 5 
| S 
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able to reſiſt the ſtrongeſt impreſſions of all the ob- 


jects that ſurround the body; and as capable of go- 


ing againſt the wind and tide of all the ſenſes. Even 


Horace, an effeminate diſciple of Epicurus, could 


ſay, in his ſober moments, 
Juſtum et tenacem propoſiti virum, &c. 

& Neither the clamours of a raging mob, nor the 
© frowns of a threatning tyrant ; —neither furious 
© ſtorms, nor roaring thunders, can move a right- 
& eous man, who ſtands firm to his reſolution. The 
&« wreck of the world might cruſh his body to atoms, 
& but could not ſhake his ſoul with fear.” But 
Mr. T's philoſophy finks as much below the poor 
heathen's, as a man, who is perpetually borne 
down, and carried away by every object of ſenſe 
around him, 18 inferior to the ſteady man, whoſe 
| 2 triumphs over all the objects which ſtrike his 

ſes. | 
II. This doctrine unmans man. For, reaſon, or 
a power morally to regulate the appetites, which 
we gratify by means of our ſenſes, is what chiefly 
diſtingutſhes us from other animals. Now, if out- 
ward objects neceſſarily bias our ſenſes, if our ſenſes 
neceſſarily bias our judgment, and if our judgment 
neceſſarily biaſſes our will and practice; what ad- 
vantage have we over beaſts? May we not ſay of 


reaſon, what heated Luther once ſaid of. free-will z 
that it is an empty name, a mere non-entity ? Thus 


Mr. Toplady's ſcheme of 22 neceſſity, by 
rendering reaſon uſeleſs, 


12 of conduct, which we call inſtinct in 
rutes. Nay, the very brutes are not ſo affected 
by the objects which ſtrike their ſenſes: but the 


which tempts their eye, their noſe, and their belly, 
when they apprehend ſome danger, though their 


tenſes diſcover none. Beaſts frequently act in full 
oppolition to the ſight of their eyes; but the 
wretched ſcheme, which Mr. T— impoſes upon us 
as 


aps the very foundation of 
all moral philoſophy, and hardly allows man the low - 


often run away, hungry as they are, from the food, 


rr rr 
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as Chriſtian philoſophy, ſuppoſes that all men necęſſa- 
rily think, judge, and act, not only according to the 
fight of their eyes, but according to the impreſſions 
made by matter, upon all their ſenſes. How would 
heathen fataliſts themſelves have exploded ſo carnat 
a philoſophy! _ | 

III. As it ſets afide reaſon, ſo it overthrows con- 
ſcience, and the light, which enlightens + every man 
that comes into the world, For, of what uſe is con- 
ſcience ? Of what uſe is the internal light of grace, 
which enlightens conſcience within, if man is ne- 


ceſſarily determined from 2vithout ; and if the objects 


which ſtrike his ſenſes, irreſiſtibly turn his judg- 
ment and his will; inſomuch that he can no more 
reſiſt their impreſſions, * than a tree can reſiſt the 
ſtroke of lightning? | 
- IV. As this ſcheme leaves no room for morality, 
fo it robs us of the very efſence of God's natural 
image, which conſiſts chiefly in /e/f-a#:iwity, and 


* 
e 


 felf-motion. For, according to Mr. T—'s philoſo- 


phy, we cannot take one ſtep, no not in the affairs 
of common life, without an irreſiſtible, neceſfita- 
ting impulſe. Yea, with reſpect to ſelt- activity, he 
repreſents us as inferior to our watches: They have 
their ſpring of motion within themſelves, and they 
can go alone, if they are wound up once in twenty- 
four hours. But, if we believe Mr. T—, our 
ſpring of motion is without us: nay, we have as 
many ſprings of motion, as there are objects around 
us; and theſe objects neceſſarily wind up our will, 
from moment to moment. For, by neceſſarily 
moving our ſenſes, they neceſſarily move our un- 
derſtanding; our underſtanding neceſſarily moves 
our will; and our will neceſſarily moves our tongues, 
hands, and feet. Thus our will and our body, 
like the wheels and body of à coach, never more 


but as they are moved, and cannot help moving, 


when they are acted upon. How different is this 
mechanical religion from the ſpiritual religion, 
which the learned and pious Dr. H. More inculcates 

| + in 
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in theſe words! -* The firſt degree of the divine 
image was /cl/-motion, or /elf-aftivity, For mere, 
« paſſivity, or to be moved or acted by another, 
« without a man's will, &c. is the condition of ſuch 
* az are either dead or aſleep; as to goof a man's 
« ſelf is aſymptom of one alive, or awake, - Men 
4% that are dead drunk, may be haled, or diſpoſed 
„of, where others pleaſe;” —To be irreſiſtibly 


acted upon, is then to be © deprived of that degree 


14 of life, which is /el/-a#:wity, or a doing of things 
« from an inward principle of free-agency ; and 
“there fore it is to be, ſo far, in a ſtate of death.“ 
Nor will Mr. T— mend the matter by urging, 
that our vader/fianding and our will are firſt neceſſarily 
moved and determined by the objects, that ſurround 
us. For the motion of a coach drawn by horſes, 
and driven by a coachman, is not the leſs mechani- 
cal, becauſe the ſmooth axle-tree, and the oiled 


wheels, being ii ſet in motion, move the whole 


coach by readily yielding to the impulſe of the ex- 
ternal mover. Were fuch wheels as full of conſci- 
ouſneſs, and willingneſs, as the myſtic wheels of 
Ezekiel's viſion; yet ſo long as they moved by ab- 
folute neceſſity, or by an oil of willingneſs irreſiſtibly 
applied to them from without, their motion would 
not he more commendable than that of a well-ſuſ- 
pended and oiled wheel, which the touch of your 
2 moves round its axis. It turns indeed freely 
and (according to ſuppoſition) willingly : But yet 
as it wills and- moves irreſiſtibly and paſſively, ity 
moving and willing are merely mechanical. 80 
eaſy and ſhort is the tranſition from the ſcheme of 
abſolute neceſſity, to that of univerſal mechaniſm! 

V. If Mr. T—'s ſcheme of neceſſity is true, all fin 
may be juſtly charged upon Providence, who, by the 
4 ſurrounding objects which neceſſarily impreſs our 
« intellect,“ cauſes fin as truly, and as irreſiſtibly, 
as a gunner cauſes the exploſion of a loaded cannon, 


by the lighted match which he applies to the touch - 


hole. And Eve was unwiſe, when ſhe ſaid, The 
| | ſerpens 
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ferpent beguiled me and I did eat; for ſhe might have 
ſaid : © Lord, I have only followed the appointed 
© law of my nature: For providentially coming 
© within ſight of the tree of knowledge, I perceived 
that the fruit was good for food, and pleaſant to 
© the eye. It neceſſarily impreſſed my nerves with 
* correſpondent ſenſations, theſe ſenſations were 
© neceſſarily and inſtantaneouſly propagated to my 
* ſoul; and my foul could no more help receiving 
< theſe forcible impreſſions, and eating in conſe- 
© quence of them, than a tree can reſiſt a-ſtroke of 


lightning.“ I ſhould be glad to know, with 


what juſtice Eve could have been condemned after 
ſuch a plea, if Mr. 'T—'s ſcheme is true; eſpecially 
if ſhe had urged, as Mr, T— does p. 14, that God's 


neceſſitation gives birth to * pROVIDENCE; i. e. 10 the 


« all directing ſuperintendency of divine wiſdom and 
% porver, carrying the whole preconcerted ſcheme into 
© actual execution, by the ſubſerwient mediation of ſe- 
© cord cauſes” ¶ ſuch as the fair colour of the fruit, 
and the eye of Eve] “ which awere created for that 


end.“ Can any man ſay, that, if Mr. T. is right, 


Eve would have. charged God fooliſhly ? 
However, if Eve did not know, how to exculpate 
herſelf properly, according to the dottrine of divine 


neceſſitation; Mr. Toplady knows how to reduce 


his goſpel to practice; and therefore, in an humour- 
ous manner, he juſtifies his illiberal treatment of his 


opponent, thus: [p. r0.] ** Mr. Weſley imagines, 


& that, upon my own principles, I can be no more 


than aclock. And if fo, how can I help friking #'He 


„ himſelf has ſeveral times ſmarted, for eoming too 
© near the pendulum.” —What a ſweet and profita- 
ble goſpel -is this! Who would wonder, if all who 
love to 8TRIKE their fellow-ſerwants ſhould embrace 
Mr. Toplady's ſyſtem, as a comfortable doctrine 
of grace,” by which fin may be humourouſly palli- 
ated, and friking ſinners completely juſtified? 

VI. It is contrary to ſcripture : For, if man is 


neceſſarily affected, and irreſiſtibly wrought upon 5 
0 1 


„% eb 


led by the forcible impreſſion of external objects, 


Paul ſpake like an heretical free-willer when he ſaid, 


All things [indifferent] are lawful for me; but I 


WILL NOT BE BROUGHT wnder the power of any. 
How fooliſh was this ſaying, if he could no more 
help being brought under the irreſiſtible power of 
the objects which ſurrounded him, than a tree can 
help being ſtruck by the lightning? ; 

VII. It is contrary to common ſenſe ; How can 
God reaſonably ſet life and death, water and fire be- 
fore us, and bid us chuſe eternal life and living water, 
if ſurrounding objects work upon us, as the lightning 
works upon a tree on which it falls? And when the 
Lord commands the- reprobate to chuſe virtue, after 
having bound them over to vice, by the adamantine 
chain of Neceſlitation, does he not inſult over their 
miſery, as much as a ſheriff would do, who after 
having ordered the executioner to bind a man's hands, 
to faſten his neck to the gallows, and abſolutely to 
drive awayAthe cart from under him, ſhould gravely 
bid the wretch to chuſe life and liberty, and bitterly 
.exclaim againſt him for acgledting fo great a delive- 
rance ? | 

VIII. It is contrary to the ſentiment of all the 
churches of Chriſt, except thoſe of neceſſitarian- 
Rome and Geneva: for they all reaſonably require 
us to renounce the pomps of the world, and the al- 
luring finful baits of the fleſh. But, it theſe pomps 
and baits work upon us by means of our ſenſes, as 
neceſſarily, and determine our will, as irreſiſtibly as 
lightning ſhivers a tree; can any thing be more ab- 
ſurd than our baptiſmal engagements? Might we 
not as well ſeriouſly vow, never to be ſtruck by the 
lightning in a ſtorm ; as ſolemnly yow never to be 
led by, or follow the vanities of the world, and the 
finful luſts of the fleſh ? 

IX. It repreſents the proceedings of the day of 
judgment, as the moſt unrighteous, cruel, and hy- 
pocritical acts, that ever diſgraced the tribunal of a 
tyrant. For if God, by eternal, abſolute, and oy. 

. NCCCts» 


'T anſwer in the affirmative; and 
lowing words of Mr. Toplady, that, if Calviniſm is 
true, the pretended ſentence, which the Judge ſhall 
. paſs in the great day, will be only a publication or 
ratification of the everlaſting decrees, by which a 
Manichean Deity abſolutely neceſſitates ſome. men 
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neceſſitating Decrees, places the reprobates in the 
midft of a current of circumſtances, which carries 
them along as irreſiſtibly as a rapid river 'wafts a 
feather ;—if he encompaſſes; them with tempting 
objects, which ſtrike their ſouls with ideas, that cauſe 
fin in their hearts and lives, as innevitably as a ſtroke 
of lightning raiſes ſplinters in the tree which it ſhat- 
ters;—and if we can no more help being determined 
by theſe objects, Which God's providence has placed 
ar'-1nd us on purpoſe to-determine, us, than a tree 
can reſiſt a ſtroke of lightning; it unavoidably fol- 
lows, that when God will judicially condemn the 


wicked, and ſend them to hell for their ſins, he will 


act with as much juſtice as the king would do, if he 
ſent to the gallows all his ſubjects, who have had 
the mis fortune of being ſtruck with lightning. Nay, 
to make the caſe parallel, we muſt ſuppoſe, that the 


| king has the abſolute command of the lightning, and 


had previouſly ſtruck them with the fiery. ball, that 
he might ſubſequently condemn them to be hanged, 
for having been ſtruck, according to his abſolute 

decree, | 4 | 
Should the -reader, who 4s not yet initiated into 
the myſtery of the calvinian decrees aſk, if it is poſ- 
fible that rigid bound-willers ſhould fix ſo horrible a 
blot upon the character of the Fudge of all the earth ? 
4 prove by the fol- 


to repent and be ſaved, and others to ſin and be dam- 
ned. „Chriſt,“ ſays Mr. Toplady, in his Zanch. 
p. 87, „will then properly fit as a judge; and 

i a ſolemnly ratify his everlaſting 
& decrees, by receiving the elect, &c. into glory; and 
by paſſing ſentence on the non-elect, [&c.} for 


their wiltul ignorance of divine things, and their 


obſtinate unbelief, &c. lt is true, that after the 
C f word 
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word xon-eleF, Mr. T. adds in a parentheſis theſe 
words “(not having done what they could not 
help,J]” But it is equally true, that he had no more 
right to add this parentheſis, than I have to ſay, 
that the lightning is at my command: For A 
out his Scheme of Neceſſity, he attempts to prove, 
that man is not /#/f-determined, but irrefiftibly deter- 
mined by ſome other being, viz, by God, who abſo- 
lutely determines bin Þ © /econd cauſes CREATED 
„% FOR THAT END ;*—forcible cauſes theſe, whoſe 
impreflions are ſo ſtrong that we © can No MORE 
„ HELP receiving them” [and being determined by 
them] „ than a tree can refit a frole of lightning.” 
Beſides, if the non-eleR are damn'd © for their ob/ti- 
nate wnbelief®* as Mr. T. tells us in this quotation; 
and if it is as impoſſible for them to believe as to 
make a world, ſ an abſurd maxim this—which is 
inculcated by rigid bound-willers] it is evident, 
that the non- elect can no more help their unbelief, 
than they ean help their incapacity to create a world. 

X. Mr. Toplady's /cheme of neceſſity places matter 
and its impreſſions, far above ſpirit and its influence. 
It his philoſophy is true, every material object 
around us, by making neceſſary, irreſiſtible impreſſi- 
ons upon our minds, neceſſarily determines our will, 
and irreſiſtibly impels our actions. According to 
his ſyſtem therefore, we cannot reſiſt the powerful 
influence of matter: But, if we believe the ſorip- 
tures, we can ' rei! the Holy Gbeſt, and do deſpite to 
the Spirit of grace, Now, what 1s this, but to repre- 
ſent MarTER [which is the God of the Materialiſs, 
and the evil God of the Manichees] as more active 
quick, and powerful than Serg1T? Yea, than the 
Holy Spirit? | 

Mr. Toplady may indeed ſay, that the material 
objects, by which we are abſolutely determined, are 
only God's tools, by which God himſelf determines 


us: but, tho' this ſalvo may ſo far reconcile the 


ſcheme of neceſſity to itſelf; it will never recon- 
eile it to ſuch ſcriptures as theſe, Ie do always refit 
the | 
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the Holy Gheſt, as your fathers did I would have gas 
thered jou, and ye would not: And, what is ſtill worſe, 
it repreſents God as a. great. adulterer and robber. 
who works Manichean iniquity. by common adulter - 
ers and robbers, as forcibly. as a miller e 
corn, by the uſe he makes of a current of air Br a 
ſtream of water. 2161 
XI. The ſcheme of philoſophical neceſſny which 
I attack, ſuppoſes, that God, to maintain- order in 
the univerſe, is obliged to neceſſitate all events, from 
the wagging of a dog's tail, or the riſe of a particle 
of duſt, to the murder of a king, or the riſe of an 
empire. Thus Mr. F. tells us in his preface td 
Zanchius (p. 4.) Biſhop Hopkins did not go a jot 
© too far in aſſerting, that not a duſt flies on a 
© beaten road, but God raiĩſeth it, conducts its un- 
« certain motion, and, by his particular care, con- 
& veys it to the certain place he. bad DEroxE AP» 
& poINTED for it: nor ſhall the moſt fierce and tem · 
© peſtuous wind hurry it any farther,” I object to 
this puerile ſyſtem; (1) Becauſe it abſardly multi- 
plies God's decrees; rendering them not only as 
munerous as the ſands on the ſea-ſhore, and the par · 
ticles of duſt on beaten roads; but alſo as-countleſs 
as all the motions of each grain of ſand and particle 
of duſt in all ages. At this rate, a large folio-volume 
could not contain all the decrees of God concerning 
the leaſt particle of duſt ; —its riſes and falls; — its 
ſtops and hindrances ;—its ſituations and modifica» 
tions ;—its whirlings to the right or to the left, &. 
&c.— And (2) Becauſe it repreſents God, as being 
endued with leſs wiſdom than a prudent king, who 
can maintain good. order in his kingdom, without 
making particular laws or decrees to neceſſitate every 
eructation of his drunken ſoldiers, or every puff of 
his ſmoaking ſubjects ; and without ordaining every 
filthy jeſt, which is uttered from the ale-bench, ap- 
Eggs kate _ Au Bil- 
ingſgate, and predeſtinating every wr which 
che lunatics make in Bedlam. true | 
| C2 XII, But 
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XII. But what I chiefly diflike in this ſcheme is, 
it's degrading all human ſouls in ſuch a manner, as 
to make them receive their moral excellence and de- 
pravity from the contex ture of the brains by which 
they work, and from the place of the bodies, in 


which they dwell. Inſomuch that all the difference 


there is, between one who thinks loyally, and one 
who thinks otherwiſe, between one who believes, 
that Chriſt is God over all, and one who believes, 
that he is a mere creature, conſiſts only in the make 
and poſition of their brains. Suppoſing for example 
that a gentleman has honourable thoughts of his 
king and of his Saviour; and is ready, from a prin- 
ciple of loyalty and faith, to defend the dignity of 
George the third, and the divinity of Jeſus Chriſt ; 
—Suppoſing alfo, that another gentleman breaks 
without eeremony, theſe two evangelical precepts, 
Honour the king, —Let all -the angels of God 9worjhi; 
bim [ Chriſt; ]—Þaſk, Why is their moral and dell. 
gious conduct ſo oppoſite? Is it becauſe the firſt 
gentleman's free-willing ſoul has intrinfically more 
reverence for the King and for our Lord, becauſe he 
keeps his heart more tender by faith and prayer, and 
His confcience more devoid of prejudice, through a 
diligent improvement of his talent, or through a 
more faithful uſe of his free-agency, and a readier 
fubmiſſion to the light, that enlightens every man? 


— No ſuch thing; if Mr. 1—“s ſcheme is true, the 


whole difference conſiſts in “ mud-walls,” and exter- 
nal circumflances. | | 
Page'33, The ſoul of a Monthly Reviewer, if 

% impriſon'd within the ſame mud-auallo, which are 
% tenanted by the ſoul of Mr. John Weſley, would, 
« fimilarly cireumfanced,- reaſon and act (I verily 
« think) exactly like the Biſhop of Moorfields,”— 
And, p. 34, 35, he adds, I juſt now hinted the 
« conjecture of ſome, that an human ſpirit incarce- 
« rated in the brain of a cat: would probably, both 
«+ think and behave, as that animal does, But how 
& would the ſoul of a cat acquit itſelf, if incloſed 
wy 4 50 „in 
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« in the brain of a man? We cannot reſolve this 
„ queſtion with cer/ainty, any more than the other.“ 
— Admirable divinity ! So! Mr. Toplady leaves the 
orthodox in doubt t—(1) Whether, when their 
ſouls, and the fouls of cats ſhall be let out of their 
reſpective brains or priſons, the ſouls of cats will not 
be equal to the ſouls of men :—(2) Whether, ſup- 
poſing the ſoul of a cat had been put in the brain of 
St. "Paul, or of a monthly reviewer, the foul of 
« puſs' would not have made as great an apoſtle, as 
the ſoul of Saul of Tarſus ;—as good a critic, as the 
ſoul of the moſt ſenſible reviewer :—And (3) Whe- 
ther, in caſe the“ human ſpirit” [of Ifaiah] “ was 
„ ſhut up in the ſkull of a cat; Puſs would not, 
& notwithſtanding, move prone on all four, purr 


„„ when ſtroaked, fpit when pinched, and birds and 


& mice be her darling objects of purſuit.” p. 34.— 
Is not this a pretty large ſtride, for the firſt, towards 
the doctrine of the fameneſs of the fouls of men 
with the ſovls of cats and frogs ? Wretched calyi- 
niſm, new-fangled doctrines of grace, where are you 
leading your deluded admirers !—your principal 
vindicators ! Is it not enough, that you have ſpoiled 
the fountain of living waters, by turning 1nto it the 
muddy ſtreams of Zeno's errors? Are ye allo going 
to poiſon it by the abſurdities of Py:hagoras's philo- 
ſophy?— What a fide-ſtreke is here inadvertently 
given to theſe capital doctrines, God breathed into 
dam the breath of life, and he became a living foul, — 

a foul made 1 THE IMAGE of Gop, and not inthe 
image of a cat :—The fpirit of the beaft goeth down- 
ward to the earth :—But the ſpirit of man goeth ap- 
ward: It returns to God who gave it, with an inten- 
tion to judge and reward it according to its moral 
works ? | : 
But I maſt do Mr. Toplady juſtice ; he does not 
= recommend this doctrine, as abſolutely certain. 
owever, from his capital doctrine, that human 
ſouls have no free-will—no inward principle of ſelf- 
determination; and from his avowed opinion, that 
ö the 


the ſoul of one. man placed in the body of another 
man, would, ſimilarly circum ſtanced, reaſon and 
act exactly like” the man in whoſe mud ewalls it is 
lodged ; it evidently, follows: (1) That, had the 
human foul of Chriſt. been placed in the body and 
circumſtances of Nero, it would have been exactly 
as wicked and atrocious. as the ſoul of that bloody 


monſter was: And (2) That if Nero's foul had been 


placed in Chriſt's body, and in his trying circum- 
ſtances, it would have been exactly as virtuous and 


immaculate, as that of the redeemer : The conſe - 


aence is undeniable, Thus, the merit of the man 

hriſt did not in the leaſt ſpring from his righteous 
Toul, but from his“ mud- balls, and from the hap» 
pPineſs which his ſoul had of being lodged in a brain 
peculiarly modified.” Nor did the demerit of Nero 
flow from his free-agency and. ſelf-perverſion ; but 
only from his “ mud-wail;,” and from the infelicity 
which his neceffitated ſoul had of being lodged in an 
ILL ** conflirudted vehicle,“ and placed on that throne 
on which Titus ſoon after deſerved to be called The 
darling of mankind, See, O ye engroſſers of ortho- 
doxy, to what abſurd lengths your averſion to the 
liberty of the will, and to evangelical worthineſs, 
leads your unwary ſouls! And yet, if we believe Mr. 
Toplady, your ſcheme, which is big with theſe in- 
evitable conſequences, is chriſtian philoſophy, and 
our doctrine of free-will is “ Philoſophy run mad!” 
XIII. If our thoughts and actions neceſſarily 


flowed from the modification of our brains, and from 


the impreſſions of the objects around us, it would 
neceſſarily follow, that as moſt men, throughout 
the whole world, fee the ſun bright, ſnow white, 


and fcarlet red ;—or as moſt men taſte aloes bitter, 
vinegar ſour, and honey ſweet ;—ſo moſt men would 
© think, ſpeak, and act nearly with the ſame moral 
© uniformity, which is perceivable in their bodily or- 
gans, and in the objects which affect thoſe organs: 
and it would be as impoſlible to improve in virtue, 
by 2 proper exertion of our powers, and by a dili- 


gent, 
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gent uſe of our talents, as it is impoſſible to improve 
the whiteneſs of the ſnow, or our power to fee it 


white, by a diligent uſe of our fight. At this rate 
too, converſion would not be ſo much a reforma- 


tion of our ſpiritual habits, as a reformation of ou 


brains. | 1 
XIV. But the worſt conſequences are yet behind: 
For if God works upon our ſouls in the ſame man- 
ner, in which he works upon matter; if he raiſes 
our ideas, volitions, and paſſions as neceſſarily as a 
ſtrong wind raiſes the waves of the ſea, with their 
roar, their foam, and their other aceidents; in a 
word, if he works as abſolutely and irrefiſtibly up- 
on ſpirit, as he does upon matter; it follows, that 
ſpirit and matter, being governed upon the ſame 
rinciples, are of the ſame nature; and that if there 
1s wp difference between the ſoul and the body, it 
is only fuch a difference, as there is between the 
tallow, which compoſes a lighted candle, and the 
flame, which ariſes out of it. The light flame is 
as really matter, as the heavy tallow and the pon- 
derous candleſtick ; and all are equally paſſive and 
ſubject to the laws of ab/olute neceſſity. Again, 
If virtue and vice neceſſarily depend on the modi- 
fication of our brains, and the objects, which ſur- 
round us; it follows, that the effect will ceaſe with 
the cauſe, and that bodily diſſolution will conſign 
our virtue or vice to the duſt, into which our brains 
and bodily organs will ſoon be turned; and that 
when the ſouls of the righteous, and the ſouls of 
the wicked, ſhall be removed from their “ mud- 
walls,” and from the objects which ſurround thoſe - 
mud-walls, they will be (nearly at leaſt) on a level 
with each other, if they are not on a level with the 
ſouls of cats and dogs. | | WIT 
Leſt Mr. Toplady's admirers ſhould think, that 
prejudice makes me place his -miſtakes in too ſtrong - 
a light, I ſhall cloſe theſe arguments by the judg- 
ment of the Monthly Reviewers.—In their review 
for Nov. 1775, they give-us the following abridg-- . 
ed account of Mr, Toplady's Scheme of Neceſſity. { 
f | The 


6 Set. 2. 

© The old controverſy concerning #3erty and ne- 

© ceſſity has ety been renewed : Mr. Toplady a- 
© vows himſelf a ſtrenuous, and very poſitive cham- 
© pion on the fide of neceſſity, and revives thoſe 
arguments, which were long ſince urged by Spi- 
© noza, Hobbes, &c. [two noted infidels, or ra- 
ther atheiſtical materialiits]. It is ſomewhat ſingu- 
lar in the hiſtory of this difpute, that thoſe, who 
« profeſs themſelves the friends of revelation, ſhould 
fo earneſtly contend for a ſyſtem, which unbeliey- 
ers have very generally adopted and maintained. 
© -— This appears the more ſtrange, when we con- 
« ſider, that the preſent aſſertors of zecefty manifeſt 
a very viſible tendency to materialiſm. Fate and 
© univerſal mechaniſm ſeem to be ſo nearly allied, 
that they have been uſually defended on the fame 
ground, and by the fame advocates, Mr. T—5 
indeed admits, that the two component principles 
© of man, body and ſoul, ** are not only diftinft, bunt 
« eſſentially different from each other,” But it ap- 
+ pears in the ſequel of his reaſoning, that he has 
© no high opinion of the nature and powers of the 


© latter” [the foul.} „“ An idea, he obſerves, is 


« that nnage, form, or conception of any thing, 
+ which the ſoul is impreſſed with from without :” 
+ and he expreſsly denies, that the ſoul has any 
power of framing new ideas, different from or ſu- 
q mo to thoſe, which are forced upon it by the 
6 ily ſenſes. The ſoul, he affirms, is, ma 
„very extenfive degree, paſſive as matter itſelf.“ 
© On his ſcheme, the limitation, with which he 
guards this afſertion, is needleſs and futile. 

White this monthly review is before me, I can- 
not help tranſcribing from it two other remarkable 
paſſages. The one occurs four pages after the pre- 
cvding quotation. The correſpondents of the re- 
viewers give them an account of an abſurd and miſ- 
chievous book, written by ſome wild atheiſticał 
philoſopher abroad, who thinks that all matter is 
alive, that the earth is an huge animal, and —_— 
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feed upon it, as ſome diminutive inſects do uport-. 
the back of an aſs; * His moral doctrine, ſay the 
reviewers, is of a piece with the reſt : The reſult 
© of his reaſoning on the ſubject is, in his own words, 
that man, in every inflant of his duration, is 4 
« 4afbve inſtrument in the hands NRCESSIT Y. 
6 + hen, Let us drink and drive care away, ' drink 
and be merry, as the old ſong ſays ; which is the 
practical application. I would not be underſtood 
to charge this application upon Mr, Toplady ; I 
only mention it, after the reviewers, as a natural 
conſequence of his ſyſtem of neceſſity. - | 

The other - paſſage is taken from the review of 
Dr. Hartley's* theory of the human mind, publiſhed 
by Dr. Prieftley, who pleads as ſtrongly for necęſſity 
as Mr. Toplady himſelf. | | 

© Materialiſm [ſay the reviewers] has been, from 
early ages, confidered as one of the chief bul- 
© warks of atheiſm, | Accordingly, while Epicurus 
© and Hobbes, and their diſciples have endeavoured 
© to defend it, Theiſts and Chriſtians have pointed 
© their batteries againſt it,—But we learn from Dr. 
« Prieſtley, that perception, and all the mental 
© powers of man, are the reſult of ſuch an organi- 
cal ſtructure, as that of the | brain, —How would 
Epicurus, how would Collins have triumphed, 
© had they lived to ſee this point [that the mental 
powers of man reſult” from ſuch an organical ſtrue- 
ture as that of the brain] given up to them, even 
© by a Chriſtian divine Another diſcovery, very 
© conſonant to the firſt, is, that the whole man be- . 
© comes extinct at death. For this concefſion athe- 
© ifts will likewiſe thank him, as it has been one of 
© the chief articles of their creed, from the begin- 
ning of the world. —Let us ſuppoſe with Dr. 
« Priefley, that all the mental powers of 2 


Mr. Toplady, p. 148, intimates to his readers, that Drs - 
Hartley bas written an;“ eminent defence of neceſſity,” ank 
n himſelf & A feaſt of pleaſure and inſtr uctionꝰ in reads 
ng his book, 1 


by ( 34 ) Seck. 2; 


„Oed refalted from the organical ſtrufture of bis f 48, 
brain. This organical ſtructure is diflolved, and WM} © 
© the whole man, Julius Cæſar, becomes extinct: cn 
* the matter of this brain, however, remains, but = 
| ©. it is not Julius Cæſar; for he (ex hypotheſi) is 4 


« wholly extin&,” | — 

Having produced a variety of arguments, which, | a4 
I truſt, will all together prove weighty enough to " I 
fink Mr. Toplady's ſcheme of neceſſity to the bot - f 
tom of the ſea of error, where a vam philoſophy ** 
begat it on a monſtrous body of corrupted divini- 15 
ty; I ſhall conclude this 8 by ſetting my ſeal 5 


to the truths, which border moſt upon Mr. Top- oy 
lady's error, and by which he is deceived, accor- Py 4 


ding to the old ſaying, Decipimur ſpecie redti, ** We I ©, 
2 falſhood + he deceriful appearance. of wak 
fome truth.” | rs | 2 

Mr. Toplady is certainly in the right, when he FI 
aſlerts, that there is a cloſe connexion between our * 


ſoul and body; and that each has a reciprocal 
influence on the other. We readily grant, that a 724 
chearful mind is conducive to bodily health, and * 
that | it 
Corpus onuſtum by's 
Heſternis vitiis animum quoque prægravat una, 
Arque affigit humo divinz particulam aurz, Hor. 


„The ſoul, which dwells in a body oppreſſed with 
& laſt night's exceſs, is clogg'd by the load, which 
« diſorders the body.” Nor do we deny, that, in 
a thouſand caſes, our bodies and our circumſtances 


may prevent the full exertion of our ſpiritual powers, = 
as the lameneſs of a horſe, or its natural ſluggiſnneſs ot 
added to the badneſs of the road, may prevent the ble 
ſpeed, which a good rider could make, if he had a . 
better horſe and a better road. But to carry this cok 
conſideration as far as Mr. Toplady does, is as ab- * 
ſurd as to ſuppoſe, that the ſkill and expedition of a fan 
rider depend entirely on his beaſt, and on the good- by 


neſs of the road, We likewiſe allow, that ſome- 
times 


— 
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times the ſoul may be as much overpowered by 2 
diſordered dying bedy, as a rider, jars is irrefiſtibly 
carried away by a mad horſe, or lies helpleſs under 
the weight of a dying horſe. But in ſuch caſes, we 
do not confider the foul as accountable ; as neither 
delirious perſons, nor thoſe who are dying ot a pa- 
"© ralytic ſtroke, are anſwerable for rs la, Fane 
th | omiſſions in ſuch peculiar circumitances, 


5 In all other caſes, hiſtory furniſhes us with a va- 
8 riety of examples of men, who, through a faithful 
« uſe- of their talents, have overcome the infelicity of 


* their conſtitution and circumftances; whilſt others, 
by a contrary conduct, have perverted the moſt hap- 
11 py conſtitution, and the moſt fortunate cireumſtan- 
v ces in lite. Thus Socrates, by improving his light, 
15 maſtered an unhappy conſtitution, which in his 
- 2 youth carried him to-violent anger, and an undue 
h gratification of bodily appetites. And thus Solo- 
8 mon, by not improving his light, in his old age 
= made ſhipwreck of the wiſdom, temperance, and 
= piety, that diſtinguiſhed him in his youth, So Ne- 
4 ro outlived the happy diſpoſitions, which made him 
ws ſhine in the former part of his life. And Manaſſes, 
by humbling himſelf before the God of his fathers, over» 
came in his old age the horrid and abominable pro- 
„ penſities, which conſtituted him a monſter of ini- 
1 quity in his youth ful days. 
F Likewiſe with reſpe& to the circumſtances, in_ 
= which we are placed by Providence, I grant, 
* have a conſiderable weight in the turn of our affec- 
= | tions: nevertheleſs, this weight is by no means 
ſuch, as Mr. T— ſuppoſes, Diogenes might be as 
proud in his tub, as Alexander in his magnificent 
palace. A gown and band may cover a revengeful 
clergyman, whilſt a ſtar and garter ſhine on a be- 
nevolent courtier. Cornelius turned to God in the 
army ; and the ſons of Eli went after Satan in the 
temple. Domitian and Marcus Antoninus filled the 
| ſamethrone; where the one aſtoniſhed the univerſe 
by his wickedneſs, as the other did by his virtues 
| 18 Abraham 
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Abraham and Agathocles were humble in the midſt 


of riches; and too many beggars are proud in the 
depth of poverty. Some men are content in a ſor- 


did cottage; while others murmur in the moſt ſplen- 


did palaces. The treaſurer of the queen of Ethio- 
pia was (it ſeems) converted in the vanity of an 
Heathen court; whilſt Judas was perverted in the 
company of Chriſt and his fellow-apoſtles. In ſhort, 
whilſt thouſands, like Abſalom, have turned out 
bad, notwithſtanding the beſt inſtructions ; num- 
bers, like the Philippian jailor, have turned out 
well, maugre the worſt education. Such is the 
power of free- grace and free-will, To lay there- 
fore ſo much ſtreſs upon external circumſtances, is 
to undo by overdoing, and to wiredraw the truth 
till it is refined into error | 

Upon the whole, we have ſcripture and experi- 
ence on our ſide, when we aſſert that reaſon, con- 
ſcience, the light which ſin various degrees] en- 
lightens every man, the general aſſiſtance of divine 
grace, and the peculiar or providential helps of God 
our Saviour, are more than ſufficient ſavingly to 
over-rule the infelicity of our bodily conſtitution, 
and our circumſtances in life, if we are not wilfully 
and perverſely wanting to ourſelves: For, of them to 
auh leſs is given, leſs will be required : and the ad- 
vantages or diſadvantages under which we labour, 
ſhall all be taken into the account of our evangelical 
worthineſs or unworthineſs, in the as when God 
ſhall judge us according to the ſeveral editions of 


his everlaſting goſpel, and according to the good or 


bad uſe, which we make of his talents of nature 
and grace, 
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the pity: upon the manner in which Me. 7. attempts 
to ſupport his Scheme of neceſſity from ſtripture.” 


0 — Twelve Keys to open the e on which he 
out ſounds that ſcheme. © „ 
the 
ere- E have ſeen how Mr. T. has proped up his 
„is ſyſtem by philoſophical arguments: Let us 
uth now ſee how he does it by ſcriptural proofs... Page 
54, he ſays, * Noman can conſiſtently acknowledge 
eri- „ the divine authority of the ſcriptures, without 
on- « being an ABSOLUTE NECESSITARIAN.” To de- 
en- monſtrate this ſtrange propoſition, he produces again 
rine among many more, the paſſages, which mention the 


Jod caſe of Joſeph and his brethren, the Lord and Pha- 
y to raoh, Eli and his ſons, Abſalom and his father's 


ion, wives, Shimei and David, Chriſt and his crucifiers, 
ully &c, As I have ſhewn, in former publications, that 
mh to theſe ſcriptures, when taken in connexion with the 
ad- context and the tenour of the bible, perfeclly agree 


our, with the doctrines of jaſlice, which are inſeparably 
lical connected with the doctrines of free uill in man and 
God jufi-wrath in God; I ſhall. not ſwell this tract by 
of vain repetitions, eſpecially as Mr. T. does not ſup- 
d or port by argument the ſenſe which he fixes on theſe 
ture paſſages, . However, that the public may ſee what 
method he follows, in trying to vindicate his error 
from ſcripture ; I ſhall preſent my readers with ſome 
keys, by which they will eaſily open the ſcriptures, 
which he miſapplies, and diſcover the rotten - unda- 
tions of calviniſm. 
FixsrT Key. Detaching a ſcripture from the 
context, that what God does for particular reaſons 
5 may appear to be done ab/olutely, and from mere Po 
vereignty, is a eh ſtratagem, commonly uſed 


b 
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by the calviniſts. The firſt ſcripture, which Mr. 
IT. produces, draus all its apparent congluſiveneſs 


from this artful method. 

Page 56, ** /vith-held thee from finning againſt me, 
Gen. xx,'6.” By quoting this detached clauſe, 
Mr. T. would inſinuate, that whilſt God ad/olutely 
ordains fome men to fin, he ad/olutely with-holds 
other men from ſin. To fee that His concluſion is 
unſcriptural, we need only read the whole verſe : 
God ſaid to him \ Abimelech] in a dream, Vea, I Ano 
that thou did/i this in the 1NTEGRITY OF THY 
REART; for / alſo auitb-held thee from ſinning againſt 
me, THEREFORE I ſuffered thee not to touch her. 
Now, who that adverts to.the words in capitals, does 


not fee, that God's keeping Abimelech from finning, 


that is, from -marrying Abraham's wife, was a RE- 
warp of Abimelech's 1NTEGRITY, as well as of 
Abraham's piety? Therefore, this very text proves, 
that God retard upright free-will with reſtraining 
grace, "as well as with glory; and not that man has 
no ree-auill, and that he is made willing to work 
righteouſneſs, or to commit ſin, as neceſſarily as 
puppets are made to move to the right or to the left, 
dy the ſhow- man, who abſolutely cauſes and mana- 
es their ſteps. Take another inſtance of the ſame 
ratagem: 
- Page 66. The Lord of hoſts hath favorn, i. e. hath 
* ſolemnly and immutably deereed, /aying, Surely as 
„ have thought, fo ſhall it come to paſs : and as T 
% have purpoſed, ſo fail it fland.” —Rere Mr. Top - 
lady breaks off the quotation, and leaves out what 
follows, That I will break the Aſſyrian, i. e. the 
wicked in general, but particularly Sennacherib the 
proud, blaſpheming king of Aﬀyna, whoſe immenſe 
army was cut off in one night by an angel. And 
pon "my mountains tread him under, foot, &c.”—By 
this means Mr. T. makes his haſty readers believe, 
that God ſpeaks of a calvinian, abſolute decree, 
founded upon - antinomian grace and 'free-wrath'; | 
and not of a judicial retributive decree, founded 
| | vpon |} 


Seck. 3. 6 390 

upon the humility of the righteous, and the deſert 
of the wicked; tho” verſe 13, &c. the decree, and 
it's cauſe, are thus exprefily mentioned, Thou. haſt 
faid in thy heart, I will aſcend-into hearven, &c. Iauill 
be like' the moſt Higb, &c. Lot thor: ſhalt be. brought 
down: to hell, When Mr. T. has hidden theſe keys 
to the doctrines of zu//ice Which we defend, it is eaſy 
for him to apply to his doctrine. of /ree-wrath, the 
peremptorineſs of God's decreez. and accordingly he 
triumphs much in theſe words This is the purpoſe, 
« qvbich is purpoſed upon all the earth; &c. For the 
& Lord of hoſts hath purpoſed, and-who ſhall diſannul 
«.it?F And his hand is firetched out, and who h! 
& turn it back # If, xiv. 24, &c. Who'ſhall dif- 

« annul God's purpoſe ? [adds Mr. T.] Why, bu- 
© man Free-will to be ſure Who ſhall turn back 
% God's hand? Human ſelf-determination can do 
© it with as much eaſe, as our breath can repel the 
«© down of a feather !”—— This argument is full 
fraught with abſurdity. Did we ever aſſert, that 
when free-will has obſtinately ſinned, it can revenſe 
an abſolute-decree of puniſhment ? Do we not, on 
the contrary, maintain the proper exertion of juſtice 
in oppoſition. to the; calvinian dreams of abſolute 
election and reprobation, according to which the ſal- 
vation of ſome notorious impenitent ſinners is naw 
actually finiſhed, and the damnation of ſome unborn 
infants is now abfolutely ſecured? _ 8A 

Page 63, By a ſimilar method, Mr. T— tries to 

prove the doctrine of neceſſitating free-wrath thus: 
«© I have ſmitten you awith blafiing and mildew.—Thave 
% ſent you the peftilence, —Your young men have 1 ſlain 
« with the fword, Amos iv. 7—10.” —But he far- 
gets to tell us, that this ſeverity is not calviniſtical 


and diabolical, but righteous and judicially retribu- 


tive; for the perſons thus puniſhed are ſaid juſt be- 
fore, to be wicked men, who oppreſi the poor, who 


. eruſh the needy, who ſay to their maſters, Bring | ſtrong 


drink] aud le us drink. Amos iv. 1. Therefore all 
that can be inferred from theſe, and a thouſand ſuch 
1 ſeriĩptures 
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ſcriptures, is, that when free agents have obſtinately 


ſinned, puniſhment overtakes them qvhether they æuill 
or not. And when the Calviniſts ground their Ma- 


nichean notions of a wrathful, abſolute ſovereignty 


in God upon ſuch conecluſions, they expoſe their 


ood ſenſe, as much as I ſhould expoſe my reaſon, 


iI faid, „1 can demonftrate, that all robbers are 


abſolutely neceſitated to go on the highway, becauſe, 


when they are caught and condemn'd, they are ab- 
ſolutely neceſſitated to go to the gallows.“ 


Sgcovp KEY. Becauſe God can do a thing, 
and does it on particular occaſions, Mr. 'T— and hrs 
adherents infer, that he does it always. Thus to 


prove that God neceſſarily turns the hearts of all 


men at all times, and in all places, to ſin or to 


righteouſneſs; Mr. 'T— produces the following 
ert. | 


[Page 65] © Even the king's heart is in the hand of 


« the Lord, as the rivers of water : and he turneth it 


«© quhitherſpever he quill, Prov. xxi. 1. Odd fort 
„ of /elf-determination this! We never denied the 
' ſupreme power, which God has even over the 
hearts of proud kings, who generally-are the moft 


imperious of men. When he will abſolutely turn 


their will for the accompliſhment of fome providen- 
tial deſign, his wiſdom and omnipotence can un- 


doubtedly do it. Thus by letting the Philiſtines 
looſe upon Saul's dominions, God turned his heart, 


and made him change his deſign of immediately ſur- 
' rounding and deſtroying David. Thus, he turned 


the heart of Ahaſuerus from his purpoſe of _ 
ing the Jews, by the providential reading of t 
records, which reminded the king of the obligation 


he was under to Mordecai.— Thus, he turned the 
heart of Pharaoh towards Joſeph, by giving Joſeph 
wiſdom to explain his prophetic dream,— Thus 
again, he turned the heart of Nebuchadnezzar from 


his purpoſe of deſtroying Daniel and all the wie 


men in Babylon, by enabling Daniel to tell and open | 


the king's myſterious viſion, And when the king of 
8 | Aflyria 
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Aſſyria was bent upon making war Pil the Iſra- 
elites and the Ammonites, and caſt lots to know 
which he ſhould deſtroy firſt, Rabbah or Jeruſalem, 
God providentially ordered the lot to fall upon guil- 
ty Jeruſalem. If. x. 6, 7. Ezek. xxi. 21, &c, For 
in ſuch caſes. ** The lot is caft into the lap” without 
an eye to the Lord, but the æubole diſpoſing thereof is 
of the Lord.” Prov. xvi. 33. But theſe peculiar 
interpoſitions of Providence no more prove, that 
God abſolutely turns the hearts of a kings, and of 
all men in all things, and on all occafions, as Mr. 
T—'s ſyſtem ſuppoſes; than a Farrier's drenching 
now and then a horſe, in peculiar circumſtances, 
roves that all horſes throughout the world, never 
Link but when they are drenched, | 


Taxirp Key, The Neceſſitarians confound our 


inability to do /ome things, with an inability to do 
all * Thus Mr. T— attempts to prove, that 
we can do nothing but what we are zece/itateg to do, 
and that ** Chrift himſelf was an abſolute Neceſſitarian,” 
by the following argument : 

Page 71: * Thou canſt not make one hair white or 
&« Black.-Your Father, &C. makes his ſun to riſe on 
4 the evil and on the good, and ſendeth rain on the juft 
« and on the unjuſt, wer, man can neither pro- 
© mote, nor hinder, the riſing of the ſun and the fal- 
ling of the rain,” But to conclude, that all things 
are ab/olutely neceſſary, becauſe we cannot alter the 
colour of our hair, command the clouds, and haſten 
ſun-riſing, is as abſurd as to conclude, that a dyer 
cannot abſolutely alter the colour of the filks which 
he dyes, becauſe he cannot change the colour of his 
own hair, or eyes. It is as ridiculous as to inter, that 
we cannot move a pebble, becauſe we cannot ſtir a 
mountain: that we cannot turn our eyes like men, 
becauſe we cannot turn our ears like horſes: and 
that we have no immediate command of our though 
and hands, becauſe we have no immediate comman 
of the clouds and the ſun, When Mr. T. impoſes 
ſuch a philoſophy upon us, is he not as groffly mif- 

Dy taken, 


ö 142 0 * 
taken, as Monſ. Voltaire, his companion in Neceſfi- 
tarianiſm, who gives us to underſtand, that becauſe 
Pear · trees can bear no fruit but pears, men can bear 
no moral fruit but ſuch as they actually produce, 
and that fate fixes our thoughts in our brains as ne- 
ceſſarily as nature fixes our teeth in our jaw-bone ? 
How abſurd is a ſy ſtem of philoſophy, which a Vol- 
taire and a Toplady ure obliged to prop up by ſuch 
weak arguments as theſe! 

Fouxru KEY. The Calviniſts ſuck ſcriptural 
metaphors, till they imbibe the blood of error in- 
ſtead of the fincere milk of the <vord. And, ift I might 
compare ſcripture-compariſons to rational animals, 
T would ſay, that Mr. 1— makes them go upon all 
four. Hence it is that he ſays, 

Page 58, ** Man is born wito trouble As THE 


« SPARKS fly upavard, Job v. 7: And J am apt to 


think, Sparks aſcend by neceſſity.” ——By this 
method of arguing, I can demonſtrate, that Chriſt 
was clothed with feathers; for he ſays, I would have 


gathered you AS A HEN gathers her brood: And 1 


am apt to think,” that a hen is covered with fea- 
thers. However, I grant to Mr. T—, that there is 


. a neceſſity of fallen nature: According to this ne- 


ceſſity man is born to die, and in the mean time he 
is expoled to the troubles, which naturally accom- 
pany mortality: But there are a thouſand troubles, 
which flow from immorality, and which God puts 
In man's power to avoid. To deny it, is to deny 
the following ſcriptures: He that will love LIE, 
and ſee 6007 days, let him refrain his tongue from evil : 
et him eſchew evil, ond do good ; let him ſeek peace 
aud enſue it; 1 Pet. iii. 2.—Whoſo keepeth his mouth 
and his tongue, * his ſoul from troubles, Prov. xxi. 
23. It is therefore abſurd and unſcriptural to ſup- 
zofe, that, becauſe we cannot avoid every trouble in 
ife; all canting goſſips are abſolutely bound to bring 
upon themſelves all the troubles, which their flan- 
derous, lying tongues pull down upon their own 
heads. 2 


Flirru 
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f- Firra Key. If there occurs in the bible a po- 
aſe etical expreſſion, founded upon ſome common, they 
ear erroneous opinion, to which the ſacred penmen ae- 
ce, commodate their language in condeſoenſion to the 
ne- vulgar, Calviniſm fixes upon that expreſſion, and 
e ? produces it as a demonſtration of what ſhe calls ortho- 
ol- doxy, Thus Mr. T— [p. 57] builds his ſcheme on 
ich the following text, | | 

„% The flars in their courſes fought againſt Siſera. 
ral Judg. v. 20,”—It is as abſurd to prove fataliſm 
in- from theſe words, as it would be to prove, that the 
ght earth is the fixed center of our planetary ſyſtem, by 
als, quoting the above-mentioned words of our bleſſed. 
al Lord, Your Father makes his ſun to RISE on the juſt. 


The beſt philoſophers, as well as Chriſt, to be und 


HR ſtood by the common ople, ſay, agreeably 0 
t to falſe philoſophy, The fon riſes, tho* they know that 9 


this it is the earth which turns round on her axis towards 
riſt the fixed ſun. As we ſay the Crown, for the reign- 
ave ing king; and heaven for the king of heaven; ſo 
d 1 Deborah poetically ſaid in her fong, The ftars in their 
tea» courſes, for the providential power which keeps the 
e is planets in their courſes. Herein ſhe probably adapt- 
ne- ed her language to ſome falſe notions of aſtrology, 
he which the Iſraelites had received from the Egyptians, 
2M And all that ſhe meant was, that God had pecuharly 
les, alliſted the Iſraelites in their battle with Siſera. 

Outs SixTYH Key: As the neceſſitarians build their 
eny doctrine upon poetical expreſſions, fo they do upon 
FE, proverbial ſayings. Thus, 75 
wil : Page 88, Mr, Toplady ſupports the doctrine of 
cace abſolute neceſſity, or of the Calvinian decrees, 


by theſe words of our Lord, © There ſhall not an 
& hair of your head periſh, Luke xxi. 18, i. e. before 
the appointed time,” But this ſcripture does not 
prove, that God from all eternity made particular 
| decrees, to appoint that men ſhould ſhave ſo many 
times every week, and that ſuch and ſuch a hair of 
our head or beard ſhould be ſpared ſo long, or ſhould 
be cut off after having grown juſt ſo many days. 

| | This 
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This text ĩs only a proverbial phraſe, like that, which 
is ſometimes uſed among us, I will not give way 


( 44 ) 


to error a hair breadth,” As this expreſſion means 
only, I will ally reſiſt error; ſo the other only 
means, Lou ſhall be fully protected: Therefore 
to build Calvinian neceſſity upon ſuch a ſeripture, is 
to render the pillars of calviniſm as contemptible ag 


the hairs, which the barher wipes off his razor, 


when he ſhaves my miſtaken opponent. 
SEVENTH, KEY. The word hall frequently im- 
* a kind of neceſſity, and a forcible authority: 
hus, a maſter ſays to his arguing ſervant, ** You 
Hall do ſuch a thing: I will make you do it, whether 
you will or not.“ Mr, Toplady avails himſelf of 
this idea, to impoſe his ſcheme of neceſſity upon 
the ignorant. I ſay upon the ignorant, becauſe he 
yotes again and again paſſages, where the word 
I has abſolutely no place in the original, For 

example, 
Page 84, 87, 92, he tries to prove, that Chriſt 
was an abfolute neceſſitarian,” by the following 
texts. 7 ſend wnto you prophets, &c, and ſome of 
% them ye SHALL Lill, and ſome of them SHALL ze 
«© /Tourge :- One of you &c. SHALL betray me. Le 
& all SHALL be offended tecanſe of me. Other. ſheep I 
% have, which are not of this fold: them alſo” | trom 
a principle of ſuperior kindneſs, or of remunerative 
favour] ** / uus r bring: and they SHALL hear my 
© voice, —I Must and they S$HAEL» What is this 
& but double neceſſity?“ In theſe, and in many 
ſuch ſcriptures, the word ye MALI. kill, &c. in the 
original is a BARE future tenſe. And for want of 
ſuch a tenſe in Engliſh, we are obliged to render the 
words which are in that tenſe, by means of the 
words Hall or evill. Theſe auxiliary words are often 
uſed indiſcruninately by our tranſlators, who might 
as well,” in the preceding texts, have rendered the 
Greek verbs WILL kill-—wILL ſcourge—WILL betray 
——WILL be ended -W III hear my, voice, There- 
fore, to reſt calviniſm upon ſuch vague proofs, is to 
1e 
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reſt it upon a defect in the Engliſh language, and 
upon the preſumption, that the reader is perfectly 
unacquainted with the original. | 
Eiern Key. As Mr. T's ſcheme partly 
reſts upon à ſuppoſition, that his readers are unac- 
uainted with the Greek grammar; ſo it ſuppoſes, 
that they are perfect ſtrangers to antient geography: 
Hence it is that he ſays, p. 89, Our Lord knew 
6& her [the woman of Samaria] to be one of his 
elect: And that ſhe might be converted preciſe» 
1% ly at the very time appointed, He muft needs go 
* through the territory of Samaria, John iv. 4.” 
Mr. Whitefield builds his peculiar orthodoxy on 
the ſame flender foundations, where he ſays, ** Why 
4 nsr Chriſt nEzEDs go through Samaria ?—Bx- 
© cavsk there was a woman to be converted there.“ 
See. his works. Vol. iv. p. 356. Now the plain 
reaſon why our Lord went through Samaria was; 
that he went from Jeruſalem to Galilee ; and as Sa- 
maria lies exactly between Judea and Galilee, he 
muſt needs go through Samaria, or go a great m 
miles out of his way. Abſurdity itſelf therefo 
could hardly have framed a more abſurd argument, 
NinTtHy KEY, One of the moſt common miſtakes, 
on which the Calviniſts found their doctrine, is con- 
founding a neceſſity of conſequence with an abſolute ne- 
cefity. A neceflity of conſequence is the neceſſa 
connexion, which immediate cauſes have with their 
effects immediate effects with their cauſes-—and 
unavoidable conſequences with their premiſes. Thus, 
if you run a man through the heart with a ſword, 
by necef/ity of natural conſequence he uus r die: And 
if you are caught, and convicted of having done it 


like an aſſaſſin, by neceſſity of legal conſequence you 
Mus r die. 


Thus again, if I hold, that God, 
from all eternity, abſolutely fixed his everlaſting 
love upon ſome men, and his everlaſting wrath up- 
'on others, without any reſpect to their works; by 
neceſſity of logical conſequence I muſt hold, that the 
former were never children of wrath, and muſt con- 
| bx 4 7 1% * © - « tinue 
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tinve God's pleaſant children, while they commit 
the moſt atrocious crimes; and that the latter were 
children of wrath, while they: ſeminally exiſted to- 


( 46 ) 


with the man Chriſt, in the loins of finleſs 
before the fall. * n e 
Now theſe three ſtrong neręſſties of conſequence: do 
not amount to one grain of calpvincau, abſa/wte neceſſ · 
9%; becauſe, though the above-mentioned effects 
and conſequences neceſſarily follow from their cauſ- 
es and premiſes; yet thoſe cauſes and premiſes are 
not abſolutely neceflary. To be more plain: Tho 
a man, whom you run through the heart to rob 
him without oppoſition, azu/7 die; and though you 
m ſoffer as 4 murderer for your erime, yet this 
double neoeſſity does not prove, that you were ab · 
ſolutely neeoſſitated to go un the high-way, and to 
murder the man. — Again: Though you mf. [ia- 
directly at leaſt] propagate the moſt deteſtable 
_ of * Fires the 8 * 
le- principled Deity} i ach a God made 
of Wiolute, — 22 any and of abſo- 
lute, everlaſting wrath to others; yet you are not 
neceſſitated to to this black work ;. becauſe you are 
by no means neceſſitated: to embrace and propagate 
this black principle of Calvin. Once mere: By 


neceſſity of conſequence, a weak man who diinks to 


exceſs is drunk; yet his drunkennefs is not calviniſ- 
tieally neceſſary; becauſe, though the man cannot 
help being drunk if he drinks to exceſs, yet he can 
help drinking to excels: Or, to ſpeak in general 
terms, though he cAx Nor prevent the eck, 
WHEN HE HAS ADMITTED the cauſe; yet he can 
. the effect, BY NoT ADMITTING the cax/e. 
However, Mr. Toplady, without adverting to this 
obvious and important diſtinction, takes it for grant- 
ed, that his readers will ſubſcribe to his doctrine of 
"ABSOLUTE: neceſſity, becauſe a variety of ſeriptures 
aſſert ſuch a zeceſity of cons eEqpaEnce as I have juſt 
explained. Take the following inſtances. 

P. 83.] “ How can ye e/cape the damnation of 


| 4% bell?” Theſe words of Chriſt do not prove Cal- 


vinian 


Sect. 3. ( 4 ) 
vinian reprobation, and ab/alute-neceſſity ; but only 
that thote, Wh wiLL obſtinately go on in ſin, 
SHALL [by neceity of conſequence] infallibiy meet 
with the damnation ot hell.— [p. 91] File Sox 
6 Hall MAKE you free, [and he ſhall AKE us free, 
if we will continue in his word] yes Har” by 
veceſſity of conſequence] . be free indeed?” Again, 
[P. 92] „ do ye not undenſiand ay Speech'? Even 
« becauſe? {| whilit you hug your prejudices} *4 ye 
& CANNOT Hear my.qvord” [with the leaſt of 
candor.] This (paſſage does not prove Calvinian 
neceſhty ; it declares only, that, while the Jews 
were biaſſed by the love ot honour, rather than by 
the love of truth; by neceſſity conſeguence the 
could not candidly hear, and cordially receive Chriſtis 
humbling docttine. Thus, he ſaid to them, How 
CAN YE velizze, who. receive banour ont 'of another ? 
Ibid. “ He that ir e (God leareth God's words: 
« ye therefore bear them not, BECKUSE ye are notof 
„% God.” —Here is no calviniſm, but only a plain 
declaration, that by neręſſiey 'of | conſequence no man 
can ſerve two maſters: No man SAN gladly re- 
eeive the truths of God, who gladly receives the 
lies of Satan. Ibid.] Ie believe not, BECAUSE 
« ye are not f nn ſheep.” That is, Tou eagerly 
follow the prince of darkneſs : The works your. fa- 
ther, the devil, ye WILL* po: and therefore, by 
neceſſity of eonſequence, ye NNO, do the works 
of God: Ve cannot follow me: Le cannot rank 
among my Again: 
[P. 93] „ 17 give un Heep eternal life and they 
Hall never periſh, John x. :28;1.e. Their falyation 
is neceſſury, and cannot be hindered;” True: It is 


neceſlary, but it is only ſo by neooffitpof Na 


Our Lord, when he ſpake theſe words, did not uſe a bare 
ſuture h⁰ανε,ν, Which Mr. T. would porhaps have triumph 
antly tranſlated ye SHALL do; putting the word SHALL in 
large capitals: but hee . phraſe this, which is 
peculiarly expreflive of the obſtinate choice of the free-willing 
Jews. | 


68) Sect. 3. 


for damnation follows unbelief and diſobedience; as 
puniſhment does fin; and eternal ſalvation follows 
taith and obedience, as rewards follow good avorks. 
But this does no more prove, that God neceſſitates 
men to fin or to obey, than hanging a deſerter, and 
rewarding a courageous ſoldier, prove that the former 
was abſolutely neceſſitated to deſert z and the latter 
to play the hero. — Once more, * 
LP. 94.] ** [vill pray the Father, and he ſpall give 
you another Comforter, —whom the world CANNOT re- 
ceive,” - as a Comforter, without a proper prepara- 
tion.] Naw this no more proves that the world can 
NOT ABSOLUTELY receive the Comforter, than my 
aſſerting, that Mr. Toplady couLD Nor take a de- 


gree at the univerſity, before he had learned gram- | 


mar, proves that he was for ever abſolutely debarred 
from that literary honour. If the reader is pleaſed 
to advert to this diſtinction between a xeceſſity of con- 
ſequence and abſolute neceſſity,” he will be able to ſteer 
ſate through a thouſand Calvinian rocks. 

TEexnTai Key. The preceding remark leads us to 
the detection of another capital miſtake of the ortho- 
dox [ſo called], They perpetually confound A- 
TURAL zeceſſity with, what may (improperly ſpeak- 
ing) be called Mor AL neceſſity. By natural Neceſſity 
intants are born naked, and colts are foaled with a 
coat on; — men have two legs, horſes four, and ſome 
inſects ſixteen. And by moral Neceſſity ſervants are 
bound to obey their maſters, children their parents, 
and ſubjects their king. Now can any thing be more 


unreaſonable than to infer that ſervants can no more | 
help obeying their maſters, than children can help | 
being born with two hands ?—Is it not abſurd thus | 
to confound natural and moral Neceffity? This 


however Mr. T. frequently does; witneſs the fol- 
lowing ſcriptures, which he produces in defence of 
abſalute Neceſſiti xy. 

Page 62, &c. He [the Lord] made a decree for 
« the rain, and a way for the lightning of the thunder. 
« .—Zy the breath of God froft is given, Jos. —He: 


maketh 


Sect. 3. 1 

&« graſs to grow.—He giveth ſnow like æuool: He ſcat- 
& tereth the hoar-froff like aſhes ;—Who can fland be- 
6& fore his cold He cauſeth his wind to blow. Fire 
& and hail, ſnow and vapour, &c. fulfil his word. Pf.“ 
From theſe and the like ſcriptures, Mr. T. infers, 
that all things happen by a Neceſſity reſulting 
« from the will and Wen of the ſupreme 
« Firſt Cauſe.” Wor 

That nothing happens independently on that 
Cauſe, and on the providential laws, which God 
has eftabliſhed, we grant, Bur this does not prove 
at all the calvinian neceſſity of al our actions. Nor 
does it prove that man, who is made in God's 
image, cannot, within his narrow ſphere, frequent- 
ly exert his delegated power at his own option, by 
making and executing his own decrees, 

If Mr. T. denies it, I appeal to his own experi- 
ence and candor, Can he not, by a good fire, re- 
verſe, in his apartme, God's decree of froſt in 
winter ; and by a candle, can he not in his room 
reverſe God's decree of darkneſs at'midnight ? Can 
he not by icy, cooling draughts, elude the decree 
of heat in ſummer ?—Nay, cannot a gardener, by 
kilfully diſtributing heat to vegetables in an hot- 
houſe, force a pine-apple to ripen to perfection in 
the midſt of winter ? 151. by means of a watering 
pot, can he not command an artificial rain to water 
his drooping plants in the greateſt drought of ſum- 
mer? Again: Cannot a philoſopher, acquainted with 
the ſecret laws of nature, imitate, as often as he 
pleaſes, moſt decrees of the God of nature ? Can he 
not form and collect dews, by raiſing, artificial va- 
pours in an alembic ? Can he not, when he 
has a mind, cauſe diminutive thunder and light- 
ning by means of an electrical machine? Can 
he not create ice, ſhow, and hoar-froft, by ni- 
trous falts? Can he not produce little _ 
quakes, by burying in the ground tron-filin 
and fulphur mites "ſth wary” And whilſt le 
raiſes a wind by managing a communication of ra- 
rified air with condenced air, cannot a ſmith do it 

D without 
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without half the trouble, by working his bellows ? 
Once more: Cannot a phyſician do in the little 
world within you, what a philoſopher does with- 
out you in the world of nature? By availing him- 
ſelf of ſome natural law, 1s it not in general as 
much 1n his er [if you ſubmit to his decrees] 
to raiſe an artificial bliſter on your-back, as it is in 
your gardener's to raiſe a fallad in your garden ? 
By ſcilfully ſetting the powers of nature at work, 
can he not cleanſe your inteſtines, as yonder far- 
mer ſcours his ditches? Can he not, in general, 
afluage your pains by lenitives, or lull them aſleep 
by opiates ?—Can he not, through his acquaint- 
ance with the means, by which God preſerves the 
animal world, often promote the ſecretion of your 
fluids, and ſupply the want of thoſe, which are 
exhauſted? Nay, can you not do it yourſelf, by 
uſing that cheap medicine, exerci/e; and by taking 


which you call meat and drink? To ſay that na- 
ture cannot be, in many * aſſiſted, and 
even improved by art, is to ſay, that there are 
neither houſes nor cities in the world; neither 
ſhoes on our feet, nor cloaths on our back. And 
to affirm, that the works of art are as abſolutely ac- 
ceſſary as the works of nature, is to confound nature 
and art, and to advance one of the moſt monſtrous 
paradoxes that ever diſgraced human reaſon, 

| ELEVENTRH Key. Confuſion reigns in every 
corner of Babel. Another capital miſtake of the 
Neceſſitarians conſiſts in their confounding prophetic 
neceſſity, or rather prophetic certainty, with abus 
neceſſity. An illuſtration will explain my mean- 

ing. | 
Mr. Toplady diſcovers a boy, who is obſtinately 
bent upon theft. From his knowledge of the force 
of indulged habits, he foreſees and foretels, that 
the boy will one day come to the gallows ; and his 
rediction is fulfilled. The queſtion is, Did Mr. 
's foreſight, or his prophecy neceſſitate the thieviſh 
boy 


thoſe agreeable boluſes and pleaſant draughts, 


Set. 3. 1 ) 


boy to indulge his wicked habit; and might nor 
that boy have done like many more ? Might he not 
have reformed, and died in his bed? Calviniſm 
anſwers in the negative, but reaſon and ſcripture 
agree to declare, that a clear foreſight, and a bare 
prophecy, are not of an abſolutely neceſſitating na- 
ture; and that, of conſequence, it is as abſurd to 
confound abjolute neceſſity, with neceſſity of Prophecy 
(if I may uſe this expreſſion) as it is to confound 
the Free abode of the keepers in Newgate, with the 
neceſſary abode of the felons, who are confined there 
under bars and locks ;—in a word, it is as abſurd, 
as to confound the neceſſity of an event, with the 
certainty of it. Your awkward ſervant has, at vari- 
ous times, broken you a number of china- plates: 
That the plates are broken 1s certain, but that they 
were calviniflically broken, i. e. that your ſervant 
could no ways avoid breaking them all, preciſely in 
the manner, place, and inftant, in which they were 
broken, is a propoſition as abſurd as the proof which 
Mr. T. [page 85] draws from the following ſerip- 
tures to demonſtrate that our Lord was calviniſtically 
neceſſitated to lay down his life for us: How then 
„hall the ſcriptures be fulfilled, that mt nu be ? 
Mat. xxvi. 54. -i hi wa done, Yoatrthe-fcr 
«© tres of the prophets might be fltfilled, vere 50. 
To do theſe paſſages juſtice, we ſhould conſider 
three things: | 

(1) The 3 falfilling the ſcriptures, 
with reſpect to our Lord, could never amount to the 
leaſt degree of ab/olute, Calvinian neceſſity ; for our 
Lord was no more obliged to give us the ſcriptures 
in ofder to fulfil them, than Mr, T. is bound to 
give me a thouſand. pounds in order to get my 
thanks, | | 

(2) When we meet with ſuch ſayings as theſe, 
This that is auritten MUST yet be accompliſhed in me. 
The ſcripture Mus r be fulfill'd, &c. if they relate to 
Chriſt, they only indicate a neceſſity of RESOLUTION, 
if I may uſe this expreſſion ; Now a neceſſity of 
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reſolution is the very reverſe of alſalute neceſſity; 
becauſe a reſolution is the offspring of free-will, 
and may be altered by free-will; whereas Calvinian 
neceſſity never admits of a liberty or power to do 
a thing otherwiſe than it is done. I reſolve to go 
out this evening, and I write my reſalution, but this 
does not imply og abfolute neceſſity ; firſt, becauſe 
I am at 7 ect liberty not to make ſuch a reſolu- 
tion, and ſecondly, becauſe I am at perfect lib 

to break it, and I ſhall certainly do it, if ſome ſ 
cient reaſon detains me at home. 

Take a nobler example: God reſolved to give 
Abraham and his ſeed the land of Canaan for an 
everlaſting poſſeſſion, and the divine reſolution is writ» 
ten, Gen. xvn. 8, and xlviii. 4. But this does not 
imply the leaſt degree of Calvinian neceſſity; For (1) 
Reaſon dictates that God was no ways vbliged to 
form ſuch a reſolution ; And (2) Experience teach- 
es us, that the obſtinacy of the jews has obliged 
him to make them now the breach of his written 
reſolution, Numb. xiv. 34. Accordingly they are 
ſcattered over all the world, inſtead of enjoying the 
promiſed land for an everlaſting poſſeſſion. 

(5) When prophetical fayings refer to the wick- 
ed, as in the following texts, This cometh to paſs, 
that the word might be fulfilled, which is auritien in the 
law; They hated me without a cauſe.——The ſon of per- 
dition is loft, that the ſcripture might be fulfilled,— by 
believed not on him, that the ſaying of Eſaias might be 


| fulfilled : Lord, who has believed our report ? heſe 


and the like paſſages denote only a prophetic neceſſi- 
ty, founded upon God's bare foreſight of what will 
be; but might as well [nay better] have been 
otherwiſe. Thus I propheſy, that thro? logical ne- 
ceſſity I ſhall [in full oppoſition to orthographical 
neceſſity] put a colon, inſtead of a full point, at the 
end of the paragraph I am now writing, But this 
double neceflity of prophecy and logic, is ſo far from 
eb/olutely neceſſitating me, that I have almoſt a mind 
to follow the rules of punctuation, and to ſhew by 

. this 


this means, that I am as much at liberty to reverſe 
my prophetic, logical decree ; as God was to reverſe 
his prophetic, vindictiue decree, Yet forty days, and 
Niniveh ſball be deſtroyed C) | 
However, my decree is accompliſhed. What was 
an hour ago a future contingency, is now matter of 
fact, The preceding period is concluded without a 
full point as certainly as God exiſts, Should Mr. 
T. object, that I could fore/ee this contingent event, 
becauſe I had a mind to bring it about: I reply 
that this does not invalidate my proof: For (1) L 
foreſaw this little event as contingent, and depend- 
ing on my liberty, and of conſequence I could not 
foreſee it as abſolutely neceflary.—(2) I have a 
clear foreſight of many things, in which I have no 
hand at all, Thus I foreſee that a man condemned 
to be hanged for murder, ſhall certainly be hanged, 
whether 1 do the executioner's office or not, 'Tho” 
the murderer might be reprieved ; tho' he might 
make his eſcape, or poiſon himſelf before the dax 
ot execution; yet, trom my knowledge of the law, 
of the king's averſion to murder, of the ſtrength of 
the priſon, and of the particular care taken of con- 
demned criminals, my tore-knowledge, that the 
condemned murderer ſhall be hanged, amounts to 
a very high degree of certainty, Now, if I, whoſe 
fore-knowledge, compared to the fore-knowledge 
of God, is no morethan a point to the infinitude of 
ſpace ;—if I, who am ſo ſhort-fighted, can with 
ſuch a degree of certainty foreſee an event, which 
is not abſolutely neceſſary; is it not adb/urd, I had 
almoſt ſaid ;mprovs, to ſuppoſe, that God's fore - 
knowledge of cvents, which are not abſolutely ne- 
ceſſary, may not amount to abſolute certainty ? Can- 
not God foreſee tuture events without neceſſitating 
them, a thouſand times more clearly than I can 
foreſee what I am ſure I ſhall not ordain, much leſs 
n-ceſitate; namely, that Mr. T's prejudice will hin- 
der him from treating Mr. W. with the reſpect due 


o 


to an aged, laborious miniſter of Chriſt? A. 
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To deny that God's certain knowledge of future 
events 1s conſiſtent with our liberty, becauſe we 
cannot underſtand, how God can certainly foreſee 
the variations of our free-will ;—to deny this, I ſay, | 
is to deny the exiſtence of all the things which we | 
cannot fully comprehend. And at this rate, what | 
is it that we ſhall not deny? What is it that we per- | 
fectly underſtand ? Is there one man in ten thou- 
ſand, that underſtands how aſtronomers can certain- 
ly foretell the very inſtant, in which an eclipſe will 
begin ? But does this ignorance of the vulgar ren- 
der aſtronomical calculations leſs real or certain? 
And may not God (by the good leave of the 
Neceſſitarians) ſurpaſs all men in his fore-knowledge | 
of the actions of tree-agents, as much as Sir Iſaac | 
Newton ſurpaſſed all the Hottentots in his fore- 
knowledge of eclipſes ? 

From theſe remarks it appears, that all the diſſi- 
culties, which the Calviniſts have raifed, with | 
reſpect to the conſiſtency of divine fore-knowledge 
— human fee-v//l, ariſe from two miſtakes: The | 
- firſt of which conſiſts in ſuppoſing that the ſimple, 
certain knowledge of an event, whether paſt, prefent 
or future, is neceſſarily connected with a peculiar 
influence on that event: And the ſecond confiſts in 
meaſuring God's fore-knowledge by our own, and 
fuppoſing, that becauſe we cannot propheſy with 
abſolute certainty, what free-willing creatures will 
do to morrow, therefore God cannot do it. A 
concluſion this, which is as abſurd, as the following 
argument: We cannot create a grain of ſand, 
nor comprehend how God could create it, and 
therefore God could neither create a grain of ſand, 
nor comprehend how it was to be created.” 

I have dwelt ſo long upon this head, becaufe it 
is the ſtrong-hold of the Calviniſts, from: which 
Mr. T. ſeems to bid defiance to every argument, 
witneſs his aſſertion, page 80. FokE-KNOW- 
© LEDGE, undarkened by the leaſt ſhadow of igno- 
& rance, and ſuperior to al poſſibility of Miflake, is 
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% a link which draws IN VINCIBLE NECESSITY 
<« after it,” To the preceding arguments, which, 
I truſt, fully prove the contrary, I ſhall add one 
more, which is founded on plain ſcripture. 

So ſare as the bible is true, Mr. T. is miſtaken ; 


and God's fore-knowledge, far from being connected 


with “ invincible neceſſity,” may exiſt, not only with 
reſpect to an event, which is not neceſſary, but alſo 


with reſpect to an event which is ſo contingent, 


that it never comes to paſs : Take a proof of it. 
We read, 1 Sam, xx1. 10—1 2, that David, while 
he was in the city of Keilah, heard that Saul de- 
ſigned to come and furprize him there. Then ſaid 
David, O Lord God of Iſrael, &c. Will Saul come 
down as thy ſervant has heard ? And the Lord ſaid, 
He wILL COME DOWN. Then David ſaid, Will the 
men of Keilah deliver me—into the hand of Saul? And 
the Lord faid, THEY WILL DELIVER THEE UP, 
When David had received this double information, 
he went out of Keilah, and when Saul heard it, he 
did not come to Keilah, neither did the men of 
Keilah deliver him to Saul. From this remarkable 
occurrence we learn: (1) Thar future, contingent 
events are clearly ſeen of God: (2) That this 
foreſight of God has not the leaſt influence on ſuch 
events: (3) That God can foretel ſuch events as 
contingent : And (4) that neither ſeripture- prophe- 
cy, nor divine fore-knowledge, have the leaſt con- 
nexion with Mr. T's ſcheme of “ abſolute, invin- 
cible neceſſity;“ ſince God foreknew, that, if David 
ſtayed in Keilah, Saul would come down, and the 
men of Keilah would dehver David into his hands. 
But fo far was this clear fore-knowledge, and pe- 
remptory prophecy of God, from © drawing inwinci- 
ble neceſſity after” them, that Saul did not come to 
Keilah ; neither did the men of Keilah deliver 
David into his hands. T flatter myſelf, that, if the 
reader attends to theſe arguments, he will ſee that 


. T's doctrine of an abſolute connexion between 


e certain fore - Anoꝛuleage of events and their znwincible 


neceſſiy, 
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neceſſity, is contradicted by experience, reaſon and 
ſcripture. 

TwELFrTH KEV. Becauſe no child can help be- 
ing born, when the laſt pang of his mother forces 
him into the light; and becauſe no man can poſſi- 


bly live, when the laſt pang of death forces his ſoul 


into eternity, the Neceſſitarians conclude, that our 
every intermediate action from. our birth to our 
death is irreſiſtibly brought about by the iron hands 
of Neceſſity. But is not their concluſion as abſurd 
as the following argument: Fobn the Baptiſt 
could not ſpeak, when he was newly born, nor could 
he do it when the executioner had cutoff his head : 
Abſolute Neceſſity hindered him from forming articu- 
late ſounds in the moment of his birth, — at the 
inſtant of his death; and therefore, all the days of 
his life abſolute neceſſity made him move his tongue 
whenever he ſpake ”? Let us ſee how Mr. T. 
handles this wonderful argument. 

Page 102, 118, ** Birth and death are the æra 
% and the period, whoſe interval conſtitutes the 


© thread ot man's viſible exiſtence on earth. Let 


© us examine, whether thoſe important extremes be, 
„ or be not unalterably fixed by the neceſſitating 
& providence of God.” —And by and by we are 
aſked : * If the initial point from whence we ſtart 
© and the ultimate goal, which terminates our race, 
© be divinely and unchangeably fixed; is it rea- 
„ ſonable to ſuppoſe, that any free-will, but the 
© free-will of Deity alone, may fabricate the inter- 
© mediate links of the chain? That is, in plain 
Engliſh, * Does not God alone fabricate our every 
action, good or bad, from our cradle to our 
grave? 

Page 107, &c. Mr T. produces ſuch ſcriptures 
as theſe, to prove that the free - will of Deity alone 
fabricates the link of our birth. ** He{Jacob] /azd, 
«© Am in God's flead to give [a barren woman] 
«© children They are my ſons, whom God has giweg 
„ me,—Thy Hands have made me and faſhioned * 

ou 


- 
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&« Thou art He that took me out of the vom Lo, 
& children are an heritage of the Lord.—T hou haft 
&« covered me, &c. in my mother's aum b. In thy book 
& all my members were written.” —** God has fixed 
« an exact point of time, for the accompliſhment 
« of all his decrees : among which fixed and exact 
6 points of time, are a time to be born, and a time 


66 to die. ; 


All theſe ſcriptures prove only : (1) That when 
a woman is naturally barren, like Rachel or Sarah, 
an extraordinary interpofition of God's Providence 


is neceſſary to render her fruitful :—(2) That the 


fruitfulneſs of women, as that of our fields, is a gift 
of God.—(3) That children grow in the womb, 
and come to the birth according to the peculiar 
energy of thoſe laws, which God, as the God of 
Nature, has made for the propagation of animals in 
general, and of man in particular,-And (4) That 
as there is @ time to be born, namely in general nine 
months after conception: ſo there is @ time to die, 
which [in the preſent ſtate of the world] is ſeventy 
or eighty years after our nativity; if no pecuhar 
event or circumſtance haſtens nor getards our birth 
and our death, 

That this is the genuine meaning of the ſcrip- 
tures produced by Mr, T—, I prove by the fol- 
lowing arguments. . 

(1) God could never calviniſtically 2 the 
birth or̃ all children, without calviniſtically appoint- 
ing their conception, and every means conducive 
thereto: Whence it undeniably follows, that [if 
Calviniſm is trae] he abſolutely appointed, yea 
neceſſitated all the adulteries and whoredoms, with 
all the criminal intrigues and ſinful luſts of the 
fleſh, which are inſeparably connected with the 
birth of baſe children. Now this doctrine makes 
God the grand author of all thoſe crimes, and re- 
preſents him as the moſt inconſiſtent of all law- 
givers : fince, by his moral decrees, he forbids ; 
and by his calvinian decrees he enjoins whoredom 
and adultery, in order to fabricate the link of the 
birth of every baſtard child, 

(2) To 
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(2) The experience of thovſands of virgins 
ſhews, that by og themſelves fingle, they 


may prevent the birth of a multitude of children; 
And their parents may do it to, for St. Paul ſays, 


He that flandeth fledfaſt in his heart, having no [mo- | 


ral} neceſſity [ from his daughter's conſtitution, or his 


own low circumſtances] but hath power over his own | 


vill, and HATH $O DECREED IN HIS HEART, that 
be WILL KEEP Hisvirgin, doth well. 

(3) If women have conceived ; by their care- 
leſſneſs or cruelty they frequently may ſo oppoſe 
one law of nature to another, as to reverſe the de- 
cree of nature concerning the maturity of the fruit 


of the womb : Nor can Mr. T. avoid the force of 
this concluſion otherwiſe than by ſaying, that God 


neceſſitates ſuch cruel mothers to deſtroy their un- 


born children, to fulfil the abſolute decree which 


2 their unhappy embrios never to come to 
irth. | | 

When Mr. T. has tried to prove that God has 
calviniſtically appointed the birth of all children, 


he tries to demonſtrate, the manner, moment, and 


circumſtances of every body's death are fo abſo- 


lutely fixed, that no man can poſſibly live longer 


or ſhorter than he does. Theſe are ſome of his 
arguments, 
Page 110, The time drew near that Jfrad musT 
& die, Gen, xlvii. 20,” —Yes, he muſt die by ne- 
ceffity of conſequence: For he was quite worn out; 
his age, which is mentioned in the preceding verſe, 
being 147 years. We never dream that old, de- 
crepit men are immortal. Again: 
a IIt, 113. ** there not an appointed time 10 
4% man upon earth In whoſe hand is tbe foul of every 
« living thing — Man s days are determined; the num- 
& ber of his months is with thee : Thou haſt appointed 
% his bounds, which he cannot paſs.—All the days of 
« my appointed time ⁊uill I wait, till my change come, 
6 Job vii. 1, xiv. (—14.—Which of you by taking 
&« thought can add one cubit to his term of life ? Mat. 
% vi, 27. - None of theſe ſcriptures prove, * 
| e 
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the free-auill of Deizy alone has abſolutely fabricated 
the link of every man's death. They only indicate: 
(1) That God has fixed general bounds to the life 
of vegetables and animals : For, as the aloe vegetates 
an hundred years : ſo wheat vegetates ſcarce twelve 
months: And as men in general lived ſeven or eight 
hundred years, before the flood : ſo now The days of 
our life are threeſcore years, and ten; and if, by reaſon 
of fingth, they are fourſcore years, yet is their ſtrengtb 
then but labour and ſorrow, ſo ſoon paſſeth it away and 
ave are gone, Pl. xc. 10,—(2) That as no man lived 
a thouſand years before the flood : ſo no man lives 
two hundred years now: And (3) That, when we 
are about to die by neceſſity of conſequence, &c. 
we cannot without an extraordinary interpoſition of 
Providence, ſuſpend the effect of this general dceree, 
Duft thou art, and unto duſt ſhalt thou return. But to 
inter from ſuch paſſages, that we cannor in general 
ſhorten our days by not taking a proper care of our- 
ſelves, or by running headlong into danger, is act- 
ing over again the part of the old deceiver, who 
ſaid, © Cal thyſelf down (from the pinnacle of the 
temple) “ for is is written, &c, From ſuch Turkiſh 
philoſophy, and murderous concluſions, God deliver 


weak, unwary readers 


Two arguments will, I hope, abundantly prove 
the falſity of this doctrine. The firſt is, God does 
not ſo fabricate the link of our death, but we may, 
in general, prolong our days by chuſing wiſdom, 
and ſhorten them by chufing folly, Is not the truth 
of this propoſition immoveably founded .upon ſuch 
ſcriptures as theſe ? JF thou ſceleſt her [wifdom] as 
filver—then Halt thou underſtand every good path t— 
LENGTH OF DAYS is in her hand, while untimely 
death is in the hand of fool-hardineſs. Prov. ii. 4, 
9. iii. 16.—Meep my commandments, for LENGTH OF 
DAYS, and LONG LIFE, and peace ſhall they add unts 
thee, Prov. iii. 1, 2.—Honour thy father and mother 
that thou mayeft LIVE LONG on the earth, Eph, vi. 3. 
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wif thox wilt walk in my ways, — THEN will T 
LENO THEN thy days, 1 Kings, iii. I4.—Their feet 
rum to evil ;=-They LAY WAIT FOR THEIR OWN 
BLOOD, and lurk privily for their own lives, So are 
the eways of every one that is greedy of gain : which 
TAKETH AWAY THE LIFE of the owners thereof. 
Prov, i. 16, &c.—4 ſound heart is [in many caſes] 
the LITE OF THE FLESH : but envy the rottenneſs of the 
bones, Prov. xiv. 30. Hence ſo many perſons ſhort- 
en their days by obſtinate grief, tor the ſorrow of the 
<vor/d worketh death, What numbers of men put 
an untimely end to their lives by intemperance, 
murder, and robbery, and make good that awful 
ſaying of David? Bloody and deceitful men ſhall not 
live out HALF THEIR DAYS, Plalm, lv. 23!— 
What multitudes verify this doctrine of the wiſe 
man ! The fear of the Lord PROLONGETH days, but 
the years of the wicked ſhall be s HoRTENED, Prov. x. 
27. Does not the Pſalmiſt pray, O my God, take me 
not away in THE M1DsT of my days, Pſalm cii. 24 ? 
— Does he not ſay, As a ſnail which melteth, ſo let 
the wicked paſs away like the UNTIMELY fruit of a 
woman ? And was not this the caſe of the diſobedi- 
ent. Iſraelites in the wilderneſs, who committed rhe 
fir unto bodily death? Is not this evident from 
1 Cor. x; Neither let us commit fornication, as ſome 
of them alſo committed, and fell in one day three and 
twenty thouſand, &c ?— Nay, was not this the caſe of 
many of the Corinthians themſelves ? For this cauſe 
[becauſe he that receiveth the Lord's ſupper un- 
worthily, eateth and drinketh a judgment to him- 
ſelf] many are weak and ſickly among you, and many 


Sleep [1 e. die.] 1 Cor. xi. 30? 


y (2) argument is taken from reaſon. If God 
has abſolutely appointed the untimely death of all, 
who ſhorten their own days, or the days of others, 
by intemperance, filthy diſeaſes, adultery, murder, 
robbery, treaſon &c. &c. he has alſo ab/olutely ap- 
pointed all the crimes, by which their days are 
ſhortened ; and has contrived all the wars and maſ- 

| | ſacres, 


Pr 


= 
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op facres, by which this earth is become a. field of 
= blood. I have heard of ſome Indians, who worſhip 
Gs an horned, grinning idol, with a huge mouth ſplit 
h from ear to ear. But the preaching a God, who 
4 has planned and neceſſitated all the crimes that ever 
81 turned the world into an aceldama, and a common 
* ſewer of debauchery, is an honour that the Mani- 
92k chees and the orthodox ¶ ſo called] may claim to 
he themſelves, | | 
50 Should Mr. T. anſwer, that altho“ ©* the free-auill 
e, of the Deity alone may fabricate” adultery, murder, 


Fl and every intermediate link of the chain of neceſſity; 
and that, altho' the generation and death of a child 


= conceived in adultery, and cut off by murder, is 

** « divinely and unchangeably fed; yet God is not 

zue at all the author of the adultery and murder; I de- 

1 ſire to know, how we can cut the Gordian knot, 

{606 and divide between adullery and the generation or con- 

4? ception of a child born in adultery ;—and between 

Los the murder of ſuch a child, and its wntimely death 

fa cauſed by the cruelty of its unnatural mother. 

4 From the whole, if I am not miſtaken, we may 

the ſately conclude :—(1) That the birth and death of 

* all mankind take place, according to ſome providen- 

8 tiallaws :--(2) That God, ina peculiar manner, inter- 

Ws poſes in the execution or /u/pcnfion of theſe laws, with 

0 reſpect tothe 5irth of ſome men: witneſs the birth | 

uſe of Iſaac, Samuel, John the Baptiſt, &c.—(3) Thar 

. he does the ſame with reſpect to the untimely death 

of of ſome, and the wonderful preſervation of others; 

any as appears by the awful deſtruchon of Ananias, Sap- | 
phira, Herod : and by the miraculous preſervation | 

i of Moſes in the Nile —of Daniel in the den of lions 

all —of Jonah in the whale's belly—and of Peter in 

os the priſon.—(4) That if neither the firſt, nor the | 

Wy laſt link of the chain of human life is, in general, | 

ap- fabricated by the abſolute vill of God, it is unreaſon- 

2 able to ſuppoſe, that ** zhe free-will of Deity ALONE 

1 Fabricates the intermediate links.” —(5) That to carry 

es, the doGrine of hes ſo. far as to make God 


| 
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abſolutely appoint the birth and death of all mankind 
with all their circumſtances, is to exculpate adul- 
terers and murderers, and to charge God with being 
the principal contriver, and grand abettor, of all the 
atrocious crimes, and of all the filthy bloody circum- 
ſtances, which have accompanied the birth and death 
of countleſs myriads of men :—And therefore, (6) 
That the doctrine of the abſolute neceſſity of all events, 
which is commonly called ab/olute prede/tination, is to 
be exploded as unſcriptural, irrational, immoral, and 
big with the moſt impious conſequences. | However, 
Mr. T. ſeems ready to conclude, that the death of 
every man 1s abſolutely predeſtinated, becauſe the 
fall of @ ſparrow is not beneath the notice of our hea- 


his producing the following texts in defence of ab- 
ſolute Neceſſuy. | 3 | 
P. 8$1—87, Are not prin? ech amp ert a far- 
« thing ? and one of them /hall not fall on the ground, 
% cv:ithout _your Father. —Mat. x. 29.— Vo- one of 
« them, &c. is forgotten before God. Luke xii, 6.“ — 
Theſe, and the like ſcriptures, do not prove, that 
God made particular decrees from all eternity, con- 
cerning the number of times, that a ſparrow ſhould 
chirp, the number of ſeeds that it ſhould eat, and 
the peculiar time and manner of its death, The 
prove only, that God's day apr 1m to their 
preſervation; and that they. riſe into exiſtence, or - 
tall according to ſome law of God's making, the ef- 
fect of which he can ſuſpend, whenever 2 pleaſes. 
If you ſhoot a ſparrow, it falls indeed according to 
this natural law of our Father, that an animal mor- 
tally wounded ſhall fall; but it by no means follows, 
that you were neceſſitated thus to wound it —When 
the emperor Domitian ſpent his time in catching and 
killing flies; thoſe inſects fell a ſacrifice to his child- 
iſh and cruel ſport, according to this general decree 
of Providence, In ſuch circumſtances, a man ſhall 
have power to kill a feebler animal.“ But, to ſup- 
poſe that, from all eternity God made abſolute de- 
FEES. crees, 


venly Father. And that he thinks ſo, appears from 
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crees, that Domitian ſhould lock himſelf up in his 
apartment, and kill twenty-three flies on ſuch a day, 
and forty- ſix the next day—that he ſhould wring off 
the head of one, which 1s fix weeks old, and with 
a pin empale another, which is three months, fix 
hours and fifteen minutes old: Or, to imagine that, 
before the foundation of the world, the Almighty 
decreed, that three idle boys ſhall play the truant 
ſuch an afternoon, in order to ſeek birds neſts; that 
they ſhall find a ſparrow's neſt with five young ones ; 
— that they ſhall torment one to death, that they 
ſhall let another fly away, that they ſhall ſtarve the 
third, feed the fourth, and give the fifth to a cat, 


after having put its eyes out, and PRE ſo many 


feathers out of its render wings :—To ſuppoſe this, 
I fay, is to undo all by overdoing. - It is abſurdly 


to aſcribe to God the cruelty of Nero, and the child- 


iſhneſs of Domitian, for fear he ſhould not have all 
the glory of St. John's love, and Solomon's wiſdom. 
In a word, it is to make the Father of lights exactly 
ke the Prince of darkneſs—the evil principle of the- 
Manichees, who is the firſt cauſe of all iniquity and 
woe. Who can ſufficiently wonder, that any good 


man ſhould be fo dread fully miſtaken as to call ſuch 


a ſcheme, a chri/iian icheme !—a doctrine accordin 
to godlineſ; — a goſpel !—and the genuine goſpel too! 
And when Mr. T. charges us with athei/m, becauſe 
-we cannot bow to the firſt cauſe of all evil, does he 
not betray as much prejudice as the heathens did, 
when they called the primitive chriſtians atheifts, 
merely becauſe the diſciples of Chriſt bore their teſti- 
mony _—_ idol-gods ? 

Mr. T. produces many ſcriptures, beſides thoſe 
which I have animadverted upon in this ſection. 
But as they are equally miſapplied, one or another 
of the twelve keys which I have preſented the pub- 
lic with, will eafily reſcue all of them from Calvi- 
nian bondage. F | 


1 [Le Sect 


| 


. 
e ene eee 


SECTION 1V. 


a +* ea aca —_— _— a ec Aact 


Au anſwer to the capital objeftions of the nece ſſita- 
riaus againſt the doctrine of liberty, 


F I have broken the unphiloſophical and unſcrip- 
tural pillars, on which Mr. T. builds his temple 
of philoſophical and chriſtian Neceſſity; I have no- 
ching to do now, but to anſwer ſome plauſible ob- 
jections, by which the Neceſſitarians puzzle thoſe, 
who embrace the doctrine of liberty. 
I. And firſt, they ſay, that If God had not ſe- 
. cured every link of the chain of events, it would 
fall to pieces; and the events which God wants 
% ab/olutely to bring about, could not be brought 
„ about at all; whilſt thoſe, which he deſigns a, - 
* Jutely to hinder, would take place in full oppoſi - 
: « tion to his decrees.” | | 
But we deny theſe conſequences : For, (t) No- 
thing that God determines ad/o/xtely to hinder, ſhall 
ever come to paſs. Thus he has abſolutely de- 
. creed, that the gates of hell ſhall never totally pre- 
vail againſt or deſtroy his church, i. e. all true chriſ- 
tians; and therefore, there will always be ſome 
true chriſtians upon earth.—It is his abſolute will, 
that all who by patient continuance in well doing ſeek for 
- glory ſhall have eternal life, and that all who finally 
neglect ſo great ſalvation ſhall feel his wrathful in- 
dignation; and therefore none ſhall pluck the for- 
mer aut of the hands of his remunerative mercy, 
and none ſhall pluck the latter out of the hands of 
his vindictive juſtice. : 
(2) God has ten thouſand ſtrings at his providen- 
tial bow—and ten thouſand bridles in his providen- 
tial hand, tocurb and manage free-agents, which 
way ſcever they pleaſe to go: And therefore to ſup- 
pole, that he has tightly bound all his Gm 
| wit 
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with cords of al/olute neceſſity, for fear he ſhould not 
be able to manage them, if they had their liberty— 
to ſuppoſe this, I ſay, is to pour upon divine Pro- 
vidence the ſame contempt, which a timorous gen- 
tleman brings upon himſelt, when he dares not ride 
a ſpirited horſe, any longer than a groom leads him 
by the bridle, that he may not run away with his 
unſkilful rider. | 
(3) If things had not happened one way, they 
might have happened another way. Suppoling, for 
example, God had abſolutely ordered, that Solo- 
mon ſhould be David's ſon by Bathſheba ; this event 
might have taken place without his neceſſitating David 
to commit adultery and murder, For providence 
might have found out means of marrying Bathſheba 
to David, before ſhe was married to Uriah: Or 
God might have taken Uriah to heaven by a fever, 
and David could legally have married his widow. 
Again: if neither Caiaphas nor Pilate had con- 
demned our Lord, he could have made his life an 
offering for fin, by commanding the clouds to ſhoot 
a thouſand liglitnings upon his devoted head, and 
to conſume him as Elijah's ſacrifice was conſumed on 
mount Carmel, | | 
(4) The pious author of Eceleſiaſticus ſays with 
great truth, that God has no need of the finful man. 
o ſuppoſe that the chain of God's providence 
would have been abſolutely broken, if Manaſſeh or 
Nero, had committed one murder leis than they did, 
is to aſcribe to the old murderer and his ſervants an 
importance of which Manes himſelf might have 
been aſhamed. Altho' God uſed Nebuchadnezzar, 
Alexander, and Attila, to ſcourge guilty nations, 
and to exerciſe the patience of his righteous ſer- 
vants; he was by no means obliged to uſe them. 
For he might have obtained the ſame ends by the 
plague, the famine, or the dreadful miniſtry of the 
angel, who cut off the firſt-born of the Egyptians, 
and the numerous army of Sennacherib. I flatter 


1 My. 
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myſelf, that theſe four anſwers fully ſet aſide the 
firit objection of the Neceſſitarians: Paſs we on to 
another.. | | arg | 

Os3. II. If God had not necefitated the fall of 
„% Adam, and /ecured his fin, Adam might have 
© continued innocent; and then, there would 
have been no need of - Chriſt and of chriſtianity, 
Had Adam ſtood, we ſhould have been without 
„ Chriſt to all eternity: But believers had rather 
„be born in ſin, than be Chriſtleſs: They had 
rather be fick, than have nothing to do with their 
* heavenly ur being; and with the cordials of his 
* fanCtifying ſpirit*,” 

ANnsSwER. It is abſurd to infinuate that the Fa- 
ther neceſirated Adam to fin, in order to make way 
for the indwelling of his Word and Spirit in the 
heart of believers. For it Adam was made in the 
image of God ;—if God is that myſterious, ador- 
able, ſupreme. Being, whom the ſcriptures call 
Father, Son, and Holy Ghoſl ;—if the Father gave 
his Word and Light to Adam in Paradiſe, and ſhed 
abroad divine love in his heart by the Holy Ghoſt 

wen unto him, Adam was full of the Word and 
Spirit ot God by creation. And, altho' the eternal 
Nord was not Adam's Redeemer, yet he was Adam's 
life and light; for Chriſt, conſidered as the Word 
of God, was the wiſdom and power of finleſs man, 
Juſt as he is the wiſdom and power of holy believers, 
The reaſon why man needed not the atoning blood 
of the Lamb in the ſtate of innocence, was becauſe. 
the holy Lamb of God lived in his heart, and jointly 
with the fpirit of love, the heavenly dove main- 
tained there the myſtical kingdom of righteous 


Peace, 


* Mr. Toplady - dares not produce this objection in all its 
ſorce: He only hints at it. His own words are, p. 130, 
Let me give our Freewillers a very momentous hint: viz, 
« That the entrahce of original /in was one of thoſe eſſential 
« inte, on which the Meſhah's incarnation, and crucifixion, 
« wee ſelpended,” 
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peace, and pure joy in the Holy Ghoft, To ſup- 
poſe therefore, that it Adam had not finned, he 
would have had nothing to do with the Word and 
Spirit of the Father, is as abſurd as to fancy, that, 
it people did not poiſon themſelves, they would 
have nothing to do with health and chearfulneſs. 
And to intimate that God neceffarily brought about 
the fin of Adam, in order to make way for the: mur- 
der of his incarnate Son, is as impious as to infinuate, 
that our Lord impelled the jews to deſpiſe the day 
of their viſitation; in order to ſecure the opportunit 

of weeping over the hardneſs of their hearts, If 
God neceſſitated the mifchief, in order to remedy 
it; the gratitude of the redeemed is partly at an end; 


and the thanks they owe him are only of the fame 


kind with ſuch as Mr. Toplady would owe me, if 
I wantonly cauſed him to break his legs, and then _ 
procured him a good ſurgeon to ſet them. But 
what ſhall we ſay of the non-redeemed ? © thoſe un- 
fortunate creatures, whom Mr. Toplady calls the re- 
probate? Are there not countleſs myriads of theſe, 
according to his unſcriprural goſpel? And what 
thanks do theſe owe the evil Manichean God, who 
_ abſolutely neceſſitates them to fin, and abſolutely de- 
bars them from any ſaving intereſt in a Redeemer, that 
he may ſend them avithout fail to everlaſting burn- 
ings? How ſtrangely perverted is the rational taſte 
of Mr. T, who calls the doctrine of abſolute neceſ- 
fity [which is big with abſolute reprobation, abſo- 
lute wickedneſs, and abſolute damnation] a comfort- 
able doctrine! a doctrine of grace! May we not ex- 
pect next to hear him cry up midnight gloom, as 
meridian brightneſs ? - | 1 
But, to return: If it was neceſary, that Adam 
| ſhould fin in order to glorify the Father by making 
way for the crucifixion of the Lamb of God; is it 
not alſo neceſſary. that believers ſhould fin, in order 
to glorify God more abundantly, by crxcifying Chrift 
afreſh, and putting him again to open ſhame ? Will they 
not, by this means, have greater need of their Phy- 
n ſician 
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ſicĩian, make a fuller trial of the virtue of his blood, 
and ſing louder in heaven? Oh how perilous is a 
doctrine, which at every turn, transforms itſelf into 
a doctrine of light, to ſupport the moſt ſubtle and 
_ pernicious tenet of the antinomians, Let ws fin, that 
grace may abound / 
Mr. 1—, who has only hinted at the two pre- 
ceding objections, triumphs much in that which tol- 
lows: It ſhall therefore appear, clothed in his own 
words. In the contents of his book he fays, ** Me- 
« tbodifts—[ he gives this name to all who oppole his 
ſcheme.of Neceſſity] Methodiſis, mare groſs Mani» 
cheans than Manes himſelf: The proot occurs page 
144, in the following words. | 
: OJ. III. + The old Manicheiſm was a gentle im- 
4 « piety, and a flender abſurdity; when contraſted 
, & with the modern Arminian improvements on that 
„ ſyſtem. For which is worſe ? To aflert the ex- 
iſtence of #vo independent Beings, and no more; 
© or, To aſſert the exiſtence of about one hundred and 
« fifty millious of independent Beings, all living at one 
time and moſt ot them waging ſucceſstulwaron the 
« deſigns of him that made them ? —Even confining 
% gurlelves to our own world it will follow that Ar- 
& minian Manicheiſm exceeds the paltry Oriental 
„% Duality, at the immenſe rate of x50 000 000 to 2 
© —Wwithout reckoning the adult Selt-determiners 11 
of paſt generations.“ | ; 
Anſwer. This argument caſt into a logical mould 
will yield the following ſyllogiſm : 1 
| 


W os wi Hd QHIAcc wes 


Every being, able to determine himſelf, is an inde- 
pendent being, and, of conſequence, a God : 

According to the doctrine of free - will, every ac- 
countable man is a Being able o determine himſelf; | 
Therefore according to the doctrine of jree-will, 
every accountable man 1s an independent Ving, and b 
conlequently a God.— Hence it follows, that, if 
i Manes erred by believing there were two Gods, | 
* thoſe who eſpouſe the doctrine of free - will are more 5 
| roſs Manicheans than Manes himſelf; fince they | 
believe that every man is a God, 
| Obſerve , + [6 
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Obſerve Mr. T—'s conſiſtency! Indeed when 
he attacks Mr. W— and Arminianiſm, no charges 
[be they ever ſo contradiftory] come amiſs to him. 
In his Hiforic proof, Arminianiſm is atheiſm; and in 
his Scheme of neceſſity, Arminianiſm is a ſyſtem, which 
ſuppoſes countleſs myriads of Gods! Burt, letting 
this paſs, I obſerve, that the preceding ſyllogiſm 
is a mere ſophiſm; the firſt propofition, on which 
all the others depend, being abſolutely falſe ; wit- 
neſs the following appeals to common ſenſe, 

Is a horſe independent on it's maſter, becauſe it can 
determine itſelf to range or lie down in his paſture ? 
—[Is Mr. T— ?ndependent on his Biſhop, becauſe he 
can determine himſelf to preach twice next ſunday, 
or only once, or not at all Is a captain iadepend- 
ent on his general, becauſe he can determine himſelf 
to ſtand his ground, or to run away in an engage- 
ment ?—Are ſoldiers independent on their colonel, 
becauſe they determined themſelves to liſt in ſuch a 
company ?—Igs a Negroe-flave independent on his 
maſter, or is he a little God, beeauſe, when he hes 
down, he can determine himſelf to do it on the left 
fide, or on the right? —ls an high-way-man a God, 
becauſe he can determine himſelf to rob a traveller, or 
to let him paſs without moleſtation ? © In a word, 
Are ſubjects independent on their ſovereign, becauſe 
they can determine themſelves to break or keep the 
laws of the land? | 

Every one of the preceding queſtions pours light 
upon the abſurdity of Mr. T—'s argument. But 
that abſurdity will appear ' doubly glaring, if you 
conſider three things :—(1) All free-agents have 
received their lite and free-agency from God, as 
precious talents, for the good or bad uſe of which 
they are accountable to his diſtributive juſtice.—(2) 
All free- agents are every moment dependent upon 
God, for the preſervation of their life and free-agen» 
ey; there being no inſtant, in which God may not 
reſume all his temporary talents, by requiring their 
ſouls of them-—{(z) He has appointed a day in 
which he will judge the world in righteouſne ; 2 
£ | 7 eſus 
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Jeſus Chriſt: Then ſhall he publicly convince all 
moral agents of theit dependence on his goodneſs and 
Juſtice, by graciouſly rewarding the righteous and 
. juſtly puniſhing the wicked, according to their works. 
—— (4) In the mean time, he makes them ſenſible of 
their dependence, by keeping in his providential hand 
the Raf of . their bread, and the thread of their life ; 
ſaying to the greateſt of them, Ye are Gods [1n au- 
thority over others], but ye hall die like men;—and 
after death comes judgment. —It is as ridiculous, there- 

ore, to ſuppoſe, that upon the ſcheme of free - will 
men are independent Beings ; as to aſſert that priſon- 
ers, who are going to the bar to meet their law- 
giver and judge, are independent upon his ſupreme 
authority; becauſe thoſe, who are going to be con- 
demned for robbery or murder, determined themſelves 
to rob or murder, without any antinomian, impul- 
five decree made by their judge; and becauſe thoſe, 
who are going to be rewarded tor their obedience, 


were not heceſſitated to obey, as a wave is neceſſi- 


tated to roll along, when it is iffeſiſtibly impelled 
by another wave. | 


However, Mr. T— ſings the ſong of victory, as 
— 4 N 
if he had proved, that upon the Arminian ſcheme 


of free · will every man is an independent being; and a 
God. Poor Manes! [ſays he] with how excel- 
e lent a grace do Arminians call thee an heretic ! 
- « And, above all, ch Arminians - (whereof Mr. 
J. Weſley is one) as yn with thee, in believ- 
© ing the attainability of Au 2 here be- 
„% low: or, to uſe the good old Manichean pbraſe, 
« who aflert, that The Evil Principle may be totally 

„ /eparated from man in this preſent life !* 
Ihe reader will permit me to make a concluding 
remark upon this triumphant exclamation of Mr. 
Toplady. I have obſerved, that Manes believed, 
there are in the godhead two co-eternal principles: 
(1) The abſolute ſovereignty of re- grace, which 
neceſſitates men to good: And (2) The abſolute 
ſovereignty of free-wrath, which neceflitates them 
to evil, Nevertheleſs, Manes was not ſo miſtaken 
az 
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as to ſuppoſe, that the good Principle in his Deity 
was weaker than the bad Principle; and that the 
latter could never be diflodged by the former from 
the breaſt of one ſingle cleft, Manes had faith | 
enough to believe, that now is the day of ſalvation, 


and that Chriſt ¶ and not death, or a temporary hell] 
ſaves good Chriſtians from their fins. Accordingly 


he aſſerted, that nothing unholy or wicked can dwe}] 
with the good-principled God; and that none ſhall 
inherit eterval light, but ſuch as ſo concur with the 
heavenly light, as to have the works of darkneſs de- 
ſtroyed in their ſouls. And therefore he maintained 
with St. Paul, that we muſt be /anAified throughout, 
and that our ſouls muſt be found at death Zlameleſs, 
and without ſpot or wrinkle of fin ; and haheld with 
St. John, that he who is /wlly Born of God [the good 
principle] firneth not, but keepeth himſelf, and the 
evicked principle toucheth him not, ſo as to lead him 
into iniquity. Now, if Mr. T. ſo firmly believes 
in the evil Principle as to affert, that, tho” believers 
are ever ſo willing to have no other Lord but the 

-principled God, yet this God can never deſtroy 

fore death the works of the fin-predeſtinatin 

God in their hearts; and if, on the other hand, the 
wicked Principle com pletely deſtroys all good in all 
the reprobates, even 1n this life; 1s it not evident, 
that Mr, Toplady's charge may be juſtly retorted+ ; 


and 


+ Page 154, Mr. T. produces the following objection. 
© Tis curious, to behold Arminians themſelves forced to take 
& refuge in the harbour of Neceſſity. It is nerefſary, ſay they, 
& that man's will ſhould be free : for without freedom, the will 
« were no will at all” ¶ i. e. no free will—no ſuch will as conſtitutes 
man a moral and atcountable agent] —“ Free- agency, themſelves 
« being judges, is only a ramification of Neceſſity.” | 

This is playing upon words, and ſhuffling logical cards in 
order to delude the ſimple. I have granted again and again, that 
there is a neceſſity of nature, a neceflity of conſequence, a ne- 
ceflity of duty, a neceſlity of decency, a neceſſity of conveni- 
ence, &c. &c. but all theſe ſorts of neceſſity do no more amount 
to the Calvinian, abſolute neceſſity of all events, than my grant- 


ing, that the King has à variety of officers about his perſon by 
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and that, as he aſcribes ſo. much more power to the 


evil Principle than to the ; he carries the ſove- 
reignty of the evil principle farther than Manes 
himſelf did; and is [to uſe his own expreſſion] a 
©& more groſs Manichean than Manes himſelf,” ?“ 

On. IV. © Your ſcheme of free-will labours 
© under a greater difficulty, than that with which 
& you clog the ſcheme of neceſlity: becauſe, if it 
„does not repreſent the fin-neceflitating Prificiple 


% as more powerful than the Good Principle, yet 


eit repreſents created ſpirits as ſtronger than the 
« God who made them : An impotent, diſappoint- 
« ed God this, who ſays, I would—and ye would 
66. not.” | | 

ANSWER. - (1) ,Theſe words were actually ſpok- 
en by incarnate Omnipotence: Nor do they prove, 
that man 1s ſtronger than God ; but only that when 


God deals with free · agents about thoſe things, con - 


cerning which he will call them to an account, he 
does not neceſſitate their will by an irreſiſtible exer- 
tion of his power, (propter juſtum Dei judicium) 
that he may leave room for the ploy of his juſtice, as 
the fathers faid : For his perfecti 
bationary circumſtances require, that he ſhould 
maintain the character of Law-giver and Fudge, as 
well as that of Creator and Sovereign. And therefore, 
when we ſay, that free-agents are not neceſſarily 
determined by God to thoſe actions, for which God 
is going to puniſh or reward them, we do not re- 
* free agents as ſtronger or greater than God. 
2 only place them (/#b fuſto Dei judicio) under 
God's righteous government, as ſaid the fathers, equal- 
ly ſubjected to the legiſlative wiſdom, and executive 
power of their omnipotent Law- giver. 


neceſſity of decency, of office, of cuſtom, &c. implies my grant- 
ing, that he has a certain officer, who abſolutely neceſſitates him 
to move juſt as he does, inſomuch that he cannot turu his eyes, 
or ſtir one finger, otherwiſe than this imaginary officer directs 
or impels him. This objection of Mr. T. is ſo exceſſively triſling, 
that I almoſt blame myſelf for taking notice of it even in a ee. 


\ 25 


ons, and our pro- 


(2) Whe- 
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- (2) Whether ſree - agent are rewarded or puniſhed, 
ſaved or damned, God our Saviour, will never be 
diſappointed : for, (1) He will pronounce the ſen- 
| [ tence; and what hg will do himſelf will not diſap- 
' point his expectation. (2) It is as much God's 
; righteous, eternal deſign to puniſh wicked, obſti- 
nate free-agents, as to reward yielding and obedi-* 
ent free- agents. (3) Every goſpel-diſpenſation 
yields a ſavour of lite or death. The ſword of the 
word is a two-edged ſword : if it does not cut down 
a man's fin, it wall cut down his ores And tho” 
God, as Creator and Redeemer, does not in the day 
of ſalvation calviniſtically deſire the death of a fin- 
ner; yet as a holy Law-giver, a covenant-keeping 
God, and a righteous judge, he is determined to 
' render to every man according to his derds : eternal life 
to them, who by Lr continuance in well- doing ſeck 
for glory; but indigna/ion and wrath to them, avho do 
not obey the truth, but iy 4 unrighteouſue/; : And God 
will do this In the day when he ſhall judge the ſecrets of | 
men according to the goſpel. Rom. ii. 6-16. Hence it s | 
evident, that the bow of divine juſtice has two firings, | | 
that each ſtring will ſhoot its peculiar arrow, and that F: 
altho* God leaves it to free-agents to chuſe which 
they will have, the arrow which is winged wir bremu- 
nerative life, or that which carries v udctive death ; , 
et he can never be diſappointed; he will moſt in fal- 
ibly hit the judicial mark which he has ſet up; 

* witneſs the awful declaration which is engraven upon 
that mark: Theſe [obſtinate 'free-ayents] hal go 
away into everlaſling puniſhment; But the rightcous,. 
into life eternal, Matt. xxv. 46. . 
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Upon the whole, I bumbly hope, that whether 
candid readers conſider the inconclufiveneſs of Mr. ii 
T's philoſophical arguments—the injudicious man- 
ner in which he has preſſed the Scriptures into the i 
fervice of ab/olate Neceſſity—or the weakneſs of the 
objections, which he directly or indirectly makes 
again ſt the doctrine of "Sa they will fee $40 


— 5 


gelical comfort. 
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his ſcheme is as contrary to true philoſophy, and to 
well applied ſeripture as the ab/olute. neceſſity of adul- 
tery and murder is contrary to good morals, and the 
abſolute reprobation of ſome of our unborn children 
Land perhaps of our own. ſouls] NOI to evan- 


* 


The dodirine Neceſſity is the capital error of the 
Calvmiſts, and the foundation of the moſt wretch- 
ed ſchemes of philoſophy and divinity, — How near- 
ly Mr. Toplady agrees with My. Hobbes, the 

 aps/ile, of the Materialiſts in England, withref- 
peat to the Doctrine of Neceflity —Conclufion. 


W E have ſeen, on what p-lo/ophical and ſcriptu- 
ral proots Mr. Toplady founds the doctrine 


of Neceſſity; aud it I am not miſtaken, the inconclu- 
ſiveneſs of his arguments has been fairly pointed out. 
I ſhall now cloſe the controverſy with that gentleman 
by ſome remarks, which I hope, are not An e, 


of the reader's attention. 


(1) It is not without reaſon that Mr. T. Vas 
from falſe philoſophy, and miſapplied ſcripture, what- 
ever ſeems to countenance: his doctrine of Neceſſity : 
for that doctrine is the very ſoul of Calviniſm, and 


Calviniſm is, in his account, the marrow of the goſ- 


l. If the doctrine of abſolute Necsſſity- be true, 
Catyinian election and reprobation are true alſo: > If 
it be falſe, Calviniſm, ſo. far as we 855 it, is left 
without either prop or foundation. Take away Ne- 
cefity from the modern doctrines of grace, and you 


reduce them to the. ſcripture-ſtandard, which we 


follow, and of which Arminius was too much atraid, 
(2) Thoſe 
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= (2) Thoſe who would fee at one the bar Which 
Fepurates us from the Calviniſts, need only ehnſider 
7 the following queſtions: Are all thoſe who ſhall 
; be damned, ab/olutely neceſſitated to ſin on and be 
damned? And ate all thoſe,” who ſhall be ſaved, ab- 
folutely neceſſitated to work righteouſneſs and be eter- 
-nally faved? Or, to unite both queſtions in one, 
Shall men be judged [that is, ſhall they be/y#/ied or 
* condemmed] in the laſt day as bound agents, according 
tdWto the unavoidable conſequences of Chriſt's work, or 
of Adam's work? Or, ſhall they be ;uftifedior cun- 
demned, according to THEIR -., n works, as the 
ſcripture declares? I lay a peculiar ſtreſs upon the 
words their baun, becauſe works, which abſolute de- 
crees neceſſitate us to do, are no longer (properly 
ſpeaking) our own works; but the works of him, 
who neceſſitates us to do them. af 3A 


r 
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(3) There is but one caſe, in which we can ſerip- 
turally admit the Calvinian doctrine of 'weceſſiry, 
and that is, the ſal vation of infants, who die before 
they have committed actunl fin. Theſe we grant, 
ate neccſſurily or Calvimiſtically ſaved. But they will 
not be junged according to ruEIR won ks, ſeeing they 
died before hey worked either iniquity or righteoufſ- 
meſs, Their ſalvation will depend only on the irre- 

. Aiſtible work of Cbriſt, and his Spirit. As they 
were never called perſonally to wwort ont their oον 
1 ſalvation ; and as they never perſonally wrought out 
their own damnation ; they will all be /aved by the 
-ſuperabounding grace of God, thro' the meritorioas 
in fancy and death of the holy child Jeſus. But it 
is an abomination to fuppoſe, that becauſe God enn 
juſtly force holineſs and ſalvation upon ſome infants, 
he can juſtly Force continued fin and eternal damnu- 
tion — myriads of people, by putting them in 
fuch circumſtances as ab/olutcly neceſſiiate them to ſin 


on and be damn'd. I repeat it: God may beſtow 
eternal ſuvours upon perfons whom his deerees nregſſi - 
tut to be righteous, But he can never inflict _— 
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nal pun;ſoments upon perſons, whom his decrees [ac-  þÞ} 
cording to Mr. 0.47% wh doctrine] ncce/fitate to be | 
wicked from firſt to laſt. 'F 
(4) The moderate calvinifts ſay indeed, that Adam 
was endued with frec-will,-and that God did not 
eceſſitate him to fin ; But if necefity had nothing to 
do with the firſt man's obedience and firſt tranſgreſ- 
| fion ; why ſhould it be ſuppoſed, that it has ſo much 
| to do with us, as abſolutely to beget all our good and | 
bad works? And if it be not unreaſonable to ſay, . 
that God endued one man with a power to determine 
himſelf; why ſhould we be conſidered as enemies to 
the goſpel, becaufe we affert, that he has made all 
men in ſome degree capable of determining them- 
| ſelves ; the ſcriptures declaring, that he treats all 
{ adult perſons as fiee-agents, or perſons endued with 
= the power of ſelf- determination? 
(5) Mr. Toplady and all the rigid Calviniſts ſup- 
poſe indeed, that God's neceſſitation extended to the 
commiſſion of Adam's ſin, and yet they tell us that 
- God is not the Author, but only the permitter of fin. 
But they do not conſider, that their doctrine of ad/e- 
» . dute neceſſity leaves no more room for permiſſion, than 
ww - the ab/olute decree that a pound ſhall aways exactly 
= weigh fx ounces, leaves room for a permiſſion of 
1 its weighing /ametimes fificen ounces and ſometimes 
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ſeventeen, Should Mr. Toplady reply, that . ſuch a | 
. decree,7powever, leaves room for the permiſſion, that a 


reply, that this is playing upon words; it bein 

evident- that the word permiſſion, in ſuch a caſe, 
artfully put for the plainer word neceſſity or abſolute 
cree. It is evident therefore, that although Mr. 
Toplady aims at being more conſiſtent than the 
moderate Calviniſts, he is in fact as inconſiſtent as 
they, if he denies that, upon the ſcheme of the ab - 
ſolute decrees preached by Calvin, and of the ab/olute 
- zeceſſity which he himſelf maintains, God is properly 
the contriver and author of all fin and wickedne 10 
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young ſhall always exactly weigh fixteen ounces :” 
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trine of grace. Spinoſa, [ſays a modern author} 


exactly the doctrine of Mr. Toplady, as the quota- 
tions I have produced from his book Hunk 

prove;] © Every eſſect mult be owing to ſome'cauſe, 
and. that cauſe muſt produce the effect neceſarzly. 


Sec. g. ( 97 ) 


(6) It is dreadful to lay directly or indirectly al 
fn at the door of an omni potent Being, who is fear» 


ful in holineſs, and glorious in praiſes. Nor is it lefs 
dangerous to make poor deluded chriftians fwallow 
down, as go/pel, ſome of the moſt dangerous errors 
that were ever propagated by ancient or modern inft- 


dels. We have already ſeen that the capital error 


of Manes was the doctrine of Neceſity. This doctrine 


was alſo the grand a with which Singſa in 
Holland, and Hobbes in England, attempted to over- 
throw chriſtianity in the laſt century. Thoſe two 


men, who may be called the apoſtles of modern 


materialiſts and atheiffs, tried to deſtroy the Lord's 


vineyard, by letting looſe upon it the very error, 


which Mr. T. recommends to us as the capital doc- 


will allow no Governor of the univerſe but Neceſſity.” 


As for Mr. Hobbes, he built his materialiſin upon the 


ruins of free-avill, and the foundation of Neceffity : 


Hear the above-quoted author giving us an account.  - 
of the monſtrous ſyſtem of religion, known f e 
name of Hobbiſm. Freedom of will, it wa IT 


+ ble that Mr. Hobbes ſhould aſſert to be a PRbaln 


ty of matter; but he finds a very unexpeRed way 8: 


© to extricate himſelf out of the difficulty. The 


. © propofition againſt him ſtands thus; Freedom 
of will cannot be a property of matter; but there 


„% are beings, which have freedom of will; - there- 


4 


CO e there are ſubſtances which are not material. 


He anſwers this at once, by ſaying the moſt ſtrange 
+ thing, and the moſt contradictory to our know- 
© ledge of what paſſes within ourſelves, that perhaps 
« was ever advanced; namely, that there is no free- 
dom of will. Every effect, he ſays, [and this is 


Thus, whatever body is moved, is moved by ſome 


other nn, a third, and ſo on * 5 
ac | Ws « end. 


ntly 
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end. In the ſame manner he, [Mr. Hobbes] con- 
« cludes, the will of a voluntary agent muſt be deter- 
mined by ſome other external to it, and fo on with- 
out end: Therefore that the will is not determined 
© by any power of determining itſelf, inherent in 
« itſelf; that is, it is not free, nor is there any ſuch 
thing as freedom of will; but that all is the act of 
© 'necefſity.'——"This is part of the account, which the 
Author of the Anſeper to Lord Bolingbrote's Philoſo- 
phy gives us of Mr. Hobbes's deteſtable ſcheme of 
Neceffity; and it behoves Mr. Toplady and the Cal- 
viniſts to ſee, if while they contend for their abſo- 
Jute decrees, and for the doctrine of the abſolute ne- 
egit and paſſrvene/s of all our willings and motions, 
they do not inadvertently confound matter and fpirit, 
and make way for Hobbes's materialiſm, as well as 
for his ſcheme of wecefity. _ 


(5) The moment the doctrine of Neceſſity is over- 
thrown, Manicheiſm, Spinofiſm, Hobbiſm, and 
the ſpreading religion of Mr. Voltaire, are left with- 

out foundation; as well as that part of Calvin's 
Iyſtem, which we object againſt. And we beſeech 
Mr. Toplady, and the contenders for Calvinian 
deerees, to conſider, that, if we oppoſe their doc- 
trine, it is not from any prejudice againſt their per- 
ſons, much leſs againſt God's free grace; but from 
the fame motive, which would make us bear our 
teſtimony againſt Manes, Spinoſa, Hobbes, and Vol- 
taire, if they would impoſe their errors upon us as 
<« doctrines of grace.” Mr. Weſley and I are rea- 
dy to teſtify upon oath, that we humbly ſubmit to 
God's ſovereignty, and joyfully glory in the free- 
neſs of goſpel-grace, which has 'mercifully diſtin- 
-guiſhed us from countleſs myriads of our fellow- 
creatures, by gratuitoufly beſtowing upon us num- 
berleſs favours, of a ſpiritual and temporal nature, 
which he has thought proper abſolutely to with-hold 
from our fellow- creatures. To meet the Calviniſts 
on their own ground, we go fo far as to _ 
6917's RD ere 


Seck. S. ( 19 ) 


there is a partial, gratuitous election and ref | 
By this election Chriſtians are admitted to the enjoys. 
* ment of privileges far ſuperior to thoſe of tha ſews: 
i And according to this reprobation, myriads of hea- 
4 thens are abſolutely cut off from all the prerogatives, 
F which rn God's covenants; of peculiar 
[ grace. In a word, we grant to the Calvigitls every 
thing they contend for, except the doctrine of ab- 
ſolute Neceſſity : Nay, we even grant the necgſary, 
unavoidable ſalvation of all that die in their infaney. 
And qur love to peace would make us go farther to 
meet Mr. Toplady, if wc could do it without giving 
up the juſtice, merey, tcuth, and wiſdom of God, 
together with the truth of the ſcriptures, the equity 
of God's paradiſiacal and mediatorial laws, the pro- 
priety of the day of judgment, and the reaſonable- 
neſs of the ſentences of abſolution and condemna- 
tion, which the righteous judge will then pronounce. 
We hope therefore, that the prejudices of our Calvi- 
nian brethren will ſubſide, and that, inſtead of ac- 
counting us inveterate enemies to truth, they will do 
us the juſtice to ſay, that we have done our beſt to 
hinder them from inadvertently betraying ſome of 
the greateſt truths of chriſtianity into the hands of 
the Manichees, Materialiſts, infidels, and antinomi- 
ans of the age. May the Lord haſten the happy 
day, in which we ſhall no more waſte our precious 
time in attacking or defending the truths of our holy 
religion; but beſtow every moment in the ſweeteſt 
exerciſes of divine and brotherly love! In the mean 
time, if we muſt contend. for the faith once delivered 
to the ſaints, let us do it with a plainneſs, that may 
effectually detect error; and with a mildneſs, that 
may ſoften our moſt violent opponents. Leſt 1 
. ſhould tranſgreſs againſt this rule, I beg leave once 
more to obſerve, that, tho? I have made it ap 
that Mr. Toplady's Scheme of Neceſſity is inſeparably 
connected with the moſt horrid errors of Maniche- 
iſm, Materialiſm, and Hobbiſm, yet I am far from 


accuſing 
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\geculing him of wwilfully countenancing any of thoſe 
errors. If he does it, I am perſuaded it is wndefign- 
ely. The badneſs of his cauſe obliges him to col- 
left, from all On every ſhadow of argument 
to ſupport his favourite opinion: And I make no 
doubt, but, when he ſhall candidly review our con- 
troverſy, it will be his grief to find, that, in his 
hurry, he has contended for a ſcheme, which gives 
up chriſtianity into the hands of her greateſt eue- 

mies, and has pourcd floods of undeſerved con- 
tempt upon Mr, Weſley, who is one of her beit 
defenders. ö | 


